SCOTTSDALE AIRPORT ADVISORY COMMISSION
Public Meeting and Executive Session
Wednesday, March 12, 2003 at 6:00 p.m.
Airport Administration Conference Room, 2™ Floor
15000 N. Airport Drive

Donald Maxwell, Chairman

David Vaughan, Vice Chairman John Knudsen
Bill Mack Leonard Tinnan
Philip Vickers Tom Guilfoy

Motlce is hereby given o the members of the Scottsdale Airport Advizory Commissicn and o the general public thal the Scottsdale
Airport Advisory Commission will hold its regular meeting opan fo the publie at 8:00 p.m.on Wednesday, March 12, 2003 at the
Airport Administration Gonference Foom, 2™ Floor, 15000 N, Alrport Drive. The Commission may vole to go Inte Executive Session,
which will not ba apen to the public, far purposes of abtaining lagal advics from thie City's Atterney on any of the agenda items listad
below pursuant to A.R.S. See, 38-431.03(A)3)".

Persans with a disabilily may requast a reasonable accommadation, such as & sign language imtarpreter, by contacling the Alrpart
Administration office at {480) 312-2321. Requests should bs made as early a5 possibio to allow time fo arrange accommodation.

AGENDA
CALL TO ORDER
ROLL CALL
MINUTES

1. Action
Approval of the Minutes of the February 13, 2003 Meeting.

Citizens must complete a “Citizen Voice" comment card and submit it to an Aviation Staff member before
or during this meeting in order to address the Commission on any agenda item or during Public Comment
time. The Public Comment time is reserved for citizen comments regarding non-agenda items, therefore,
na official Airport Advisary Commission action or discussion can be taken.

PUBLIC COMMENT

AERONAUTICAL BUSINESS PERMIT(S)

2. Action
Ratification of Airport Aeronautical Business Permit for Scottsdale Air Center to provide Fixed
Base Operator (FBQ) Services at Scottsdale Airport,

3. Action
Ratification of Airport Aeronautical Business Permit for Swift Aviation Services, Inc. to provide
Aircraft Mobile Maintenance and repair Services and Specialized Aircraft Repair Services,
Avionics, at Scottsdale Airport.

4, Information
Aeronautical Business Permit Cancellations or Revocations.
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GEMERAL BUSINESS

9. Action
Recommend Resolution No. 6260 approving assignment of the tenants interest under existing
lease for the airport restaurant and related office space and the amendment of the least for office
space.

6. Action
Recommend Resolution No. 6259 approving amendment and assignment related to the proposed
aircraft museum project to be located on property at the southeast corner of Scottadale Road and
Thunderbird Road.

OLD BUSINESS

7. Action
Consider proposed maodifications to the Airport Minimum Operating Standards — Section 7-10
mabile aircraft washing servica.

8. Aclion
Consider proposed modifications to the Airpark Minimum Operating Standards — Section 6-4
aircraft management services, and Section 8-5 charter brokerage services.

NOISE ISSUES

g, Information
February 2003 Noise Report,

10. Information
Flight Tracking Systems Overview.

OPERATIONS UPDATE
11, Information
Review of Alrport Operations

MEETING SCHEDULE
12, Action
Review/Modify Meeting Schedule.

PUBLIC COMMENT
DIRECTOR’S REPORT
ITEMS FROM THE COMMISSION

ADJOURNMENT
EXECUTIVE SESSION

Il Concerning Legal Issue Related 1o Airport Noise.

ADJOURNMENT

“The Open Meeling Law, at A.R.5. Sec. 38-431.03(B), requires that a public body advise all persons atlending an Exacutiva
Session or obtaining aceess to Executive Session Minutes or information that such minules and information must be kept
confidential axcapt from members of the public body which mat in Exscutive Session, from officers, appointees or employess wha
ara the subject of discussion or consideration pursuant to subsection A, paragraph 1 of Sec. 38-431.03(B), and from the auditor
general made In connection with an audit autharized as provided by law.




Agenda ltem No.; /.

SCOTTSDALE AIRPORT ADVISORY COMMISSION
15000 N. AIRPORT DRIVE, SCOTTSDALE, AZ 85260

FEERUARY 13, 2003
REGULAR MEETING

MINUTES

PRESENT: Donald Maxwell, Chairman David Vaughan, Vice Chairman
John Knudsen Bill Mack
Leonard Tinnan Philip Vickers
Tom Guilfoy
STAFF: Scott Gray, Aviation Director Paul Marman, Assistant City Attorney
Gary Mascaro, Asst. Aviation Director  Chris Read, Asst. Aviation Director
Matt Johnson, Airport Specialist Kevin Shirer, Airport Planning & Enviranmental
Myron Kuklok, Risk Management Dir.  Suzanne Welch, Risk Management
Marc Baskel, Operations Specialist
OTHER(S): John Castrogiovanni, JMC Aviation Jim Harris, Cofiman Associates, Inc.

John Frevala, Caorporate Jets, Inc.
Brian Ready, AZ Business Aviation
Vicky & Mike Smotherran, Residents

CALL TO ORDER

Jay Verdaglio, Sawyer Charter Service
Sandy Lambert, Resident
MNick Luongo, Resident

Chairman Maxwell called the meeting to order at 6:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL

A formal roll call confirmed members present as stated above,

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Commissioner Vickers requested a change to the second paragraph on page seven of the minutes o
reflect in the January meeting Chairman Maxwell asked him whal his agenda was and that he responded

by specifically defining his agenda and he would like that notad in the minutes. Chairman Maxwell asked
if with that amendment, do they have a motion for approval.

Commissioner Guilfoy made a motion to approve the minutes of the January 8, 2003 meeting.
Commissioner Tinnan seconded the motion and it passed by a vote of 7-0.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Chairman Maxwell briefed the meeting attendeas on the Public Comment process and submission of the
Public Comment cards provided at the meeting.

Chairman Maxwell said he had five Public Comment cards submitted by Nick Luongo, which will be taken
when the agenda items are discussed. There were no cards submitted for non-agenda items,

AERONAUTICAL BUSINESS PERMIT(S)
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A, Item 2 - Action
Ratification of Airport Aeronautical Business Permit for Sawyer Charter Service to provide aircraft
sales services, and aircraft charter brokerage services at Scottsdale Airport. (This item was
tabled frem the January mesting.)

Mr. Matt Johnson advised the Commission that Sawyer Charter Service has provided the appropriate
documentation as required in the Airport Minimum Operating Standards, and the 2.5 percent fee is
anticipated to generate approximately $1,000 in annual revenue to the Aviation Enterprise Fund. Mr. Jay
Verdaglio from Sawyer Charter Service was present to answer any questions from the Commission.

Commissioner Tinnan suggested since ltem 5 deals with the definition of aircraft charter brokerage
services, it might be more appropriate for the Commission to act on that item before this particular one.

Mr. Mascaro stated the purpose of Item 5 is to provide further clarification In the Airpark Minimum
Operating Standards, not Airport, Commissioner Tinnan then withdrew his request to move Item 2.

Commissioner Mack made a motion to approve the Airport Aeronautical Business Permit for Sawyer
Charter Services. Vice Chairman Vaughan seconded the motion, and it passed by a vote of 7-0.

B. ltem 3 - Information
Report on any Cancelled or Bevoked Permits.

Mr. Johnson advised the Commission that this is an information item that will be provided to the
Commission on a monthly basis. He noted the list of all the current permittees in the Airport and Airpark
has alse been provided for the Commission. Any changes to the list will be highlighted. Mr. Johnson
advised the Commission he has no permit cancellations or revocations to report at this time.

Commissioner Knudsen asked if they ever receive any feedback regarding the estimated revenue per
year from the permitiees. Mr. Mascaro said overall they have been doing fairly well regarding the
astimated revenues from the rates and fees that were established.

Vice Chairman Vaughan asked if they have a fotal of the tenants in the Airpark and also how many are
aviation permittees. Mr. Gray responded they do not keap track of how many businesses are in the
airpark, only those that are aviation related. Mr. Gray suggested that the City's Economic Development
department would probably have additional information.

Commissioner Vickers inquired if the people on the tenant list are considered commercial airport
operators, subject to our insurance requirements, Mr. Mascaro said they are subject to the rules and
regulations including the insurance requirements because they are aeronautical businesses. The Airpark
businesses are based on the Airpark Minimum standards that require insurance depending on the type of
business they do.

Commissioner Vickers inquired if anyone on staff ever reviews the insurance coverage on file for each of
the parmittees. Mr. Mascaro responded they do.

Commissioner Vickers inquired if transient aircraft is required to have insurance. Mr. Mascaro responded
&l this lime they do not have insurance requiremenis for those operators.

GENERAL BUSINESS

A, Iltem 4 - Information
Update by the city's Risk Management Division on Insurance Requirements at Airport/Airpark.

Mr. Myron Kuklok, Risk Management Director, advised the Commission that the City's Insurance
requirements at this time are sufficient and do not create an undue hardship on the commercial ventures
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at the Airport. He added there is no guestion, however, that the insurance marketplace has been difficult
since 8/11.

Com_n"[issiqner Guilfoy inquired if operators such as flight schools, flying clubs, etc. have had difficulty in
obtaining insurance to meet our standards. Mr, Kuklok responded that they have not had a lot of
complaints.

Commissioner Vickers said his concern is how the residents of the community that may be affected by a
potential accident and since we are raquired to have insurance for cars, why don't we have minimum
coverane for airerait.

Mr. Kuklok responded that approximately 60 percent of the aircraft landing and takeoffs are transient and
it would be difficult to administer. For based aircraft that we have leases for in the general aviation area,
we could do something because the minimum oparating standards only apply fo commercial ventures.

Mr. Kukiok then briefed the Commission on the amounts of coverage the City has, their current insurance
carriers and types of coverage in place, including insurance against terrorism risks.

B. Itern 5 - Information
Review proposed modifications to the Airpark Minimum Operating Standard — Section 6-4 Aircraft
Management Services and Section 6-5 Charter Brokerage Services.

Mr. Mascaro staled charter brokerage services went into effect in the Airport Minimum Operating
Standards when the Aviation Financial Plan was approved in July, however, this same provisian was not
included in the Airpark Minimum Operating Standards. Staff wishes to clarify the Airpark Minimum
Operating Standards to be consistent. Mr. Mascaro provided details of the language in the relsvant
minimum standards sections and the changes they wish to make for clarification and consistency.

e ltem & - Infermation
Review proposed modifications to the Airport Minimum Operating Standard — Section 7-10,
Maobile Aircraft Washing Service,

Mr. Kevin Shirer stated the purpose of this item is lo clarify and reformat the existing language in the
Airport Minimum Cperating Standards for mobile aircraft washing services. He added there needs to be
clearer language regarding aircralt washers permitted to wash aircraft on airport, and as part of the
improved Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan we are going to be enforcing the existing standards to a
new level requiring aircraft washers to vacuum or rermove any material that washes off the aircraft.

Commissioner Tinnan asked for clarification on some of the wording in the operating standard language
and their meaning. Mr. Shirer clarified the terms regarding commercial aeronautical operatars contracting
for service. Mr. Gray offered to make the language more specific before bringing it back to the
Commission at next month's meeting.

O, Item 7 - Information
Update on Airpark Developmeant/Construction

Mr, Shirer presented an update on Airpark development and constructions including a detailed map
showing hangars under construction and those next to the taxiways that are under construction or
proposed for construction.

Mr. Gray asked it the Commission would like this update on a monthly basis. The Commission
consensus was to have it provided guarierly.

E. ltem 8 - Information
Review Leasing/Licensing Agreement Procedures




Airport Advisory Commission DRAFT
February 13, 2003

Mr. Mascaro provided a copy of the rules and City Code for Lease Agreements compared to License
Agreements. He explained the difference between the two agreements and the instances and conditions
under which elther would be used.

Commissioner Guilfoy inquired if he were in a license agreement and he stayed longer than 12 manths,
would he then be at market risk or forced to go into a long-term lease. Mr. Mascaro said after a six month
period, we usually ask the tenant if they would be interested in a longer term. If they are, they are then
informed that the office space will be put out to bid because the licenze agreement is not fo excesad one-
year. Mr. Mascaro added that typically license agreements have only been used for office space or
special circummstances, for example using a lot for sale of Christmas trees for 30 days.

Commissioner Vickers noted the GlobalJet scenario and letter and inquired if that issue has been
addressed, and can the issue be addressed in a license agreement versus a lease agreement.

Mr. Gray reviewed the GlobalJet letter requesting they be allowed to lease a larger office space for a two-
year period for $10 per sg. ft. when current market rate was about $20 per sq. ft. Mr. Gray addsd they
responded to the tenant that according to their business practices they were not allowed to offer space at
half the market rate.

Commissioner Tinnan inquired how many square feet are under airport control, how much leased, how
much licensed, and how much is vacant. Mr. Gray responded that Suite 100 is the only vacant space
under their contral that is not leased or licensed.

Commissioner Guilfoy requested confirmation on how comps are determined, how ofter, and who does
the rental service. Mr. Mascaro responded that he works with the Chamber of Commerce and that
Scottsdale Airpark does a quarterly review of all the rates and fees and he determines the average from
them to stay competitive with the market. They are considering allowing non-aviation businesses to
leaseflicense offica space for five-year terms.

Commissioner Vickers inguired how long they would consider holding out for $20 a sq. ft. Mr. Gray
responded that if the office space average rental goes down, they will adjust their rate downward.
However, based on the last figures they had it was $18 a sq. fi. and that figure was offered to GiobalJet,
which they turned down,

F. Item 9 - Action
In accordance with the Airport Advisory Commission Bylaws, Section |, 105, the Commission
may appoint subcommitiees of its members. This action is to create a subcommitiee whose
primary focus will be to act as a liaison between the Airport Advisory Commission and the
recently formed City Council Subcommittee on Aviation. Reguested by Chairman Maxwell.

Chairman Maxwell said he contacted the chairman of the Aviation Subcommittee and indicated what he
had in mind as an aid to them. He also attended their first meeting where he was called upon as to what
his suggestion would be. Chairman Maxwell said he is going to appoint three members and they can
choose their own chairman to act as liaison as o whatever the subcommitiee would want to do, it would
also go through staff, and also to study noise abatement and how we can get positive information and
factual information about the Airport to our public, The three individuals that Chairman Maxwell appointad
are: Commissioner Tinnan, Commissioner Guilfoy, and Commissioner Mack,

Mr. Mick Luongo stated he would like to see Commissioner Vickers as a member of that subcommities
since most of the people here are pilots and a non-pilot is needed on the sub-committee. Chairman
Maxwell responded he appreciated Mr. Luongo's comment, however, he has already made the
appointments.

Vice Chairman Vaughan made a motion to approve the subcommittee as appointed by Chairman
Maxwell. Commissioner Knudsen seconded the motion and it passed by a vote of 7-0.
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NOISE ISSUES

A ltem 10 - Information
January 2003 Noise Report

Mr. Kevin Shirer advised the Commission that this will be the last noise report that they will receive in this
format. Mr. Shirer had some commaents from people concemned about their names appearing in the report
and they wish to be sensitive to their cancerns, so in the future the website report will just have the first
page and the last three pages and the 47 pages of names will be eliminated. For the people who do want
to see lists of names can be made available on the website, but the names won't be mentioned, they will
be substituted with a caller ID number,

Mr. Gray said they will be providing the information the Commission wants, therefore, should the
Commission wish the caller names, they would still be provided that information.

Commissioner Knudsen inquired why omit the names if it is a public record? Mr. Gray said if the
Commission desires it they would provide it, but the names would not be on the website. Mr. Mascaro
added the website states anyone wishing the complete report, can reguest one by sending an email.

Commissioner Tinnan stated the information that would be useful to him would be if they had the number
of complainants, local and regional. Commissioner Vickers stated he would find it useful if the N numbers
were provided. Mr, Gray stated out of 7800 complaints |ast year, there were probably no more than half a
dozen M numbers provided, and unless they have an N number to identify the specific airplane the
complaint is about, they have no way of ascertaining which airplane and which pilot to identify.

Mr. Nick Luongo noted the January Noise Report numbers declined in February but there is no data for
February. Mr, Shirer said the graph at the bottom of page 47 shows the data for February as of the date
the report was prepared. Mr. Luongo said it was misleading and he would like it changed.

Mr. Luongo then alluded to an article in the Scottsdale Flightline newsletter that noted in the 2002 noise
complaints only 6 people or 1.2 percent of the total number of callers filed 66 percent of the total
complaints. Mr. Luongo said he would like to hear from the Commission if they agree with the author's
implication that there is little or no noise problem in Scottsdale.

Mr. Gray stated the newsletter is prepared by Airport staff and there was no implication by our staff
whatsoever thal there was not a noise issue; we stated the facts, Mr. Luongo said he interprets it as
gloating. Chairman Maxwell stated when he reads, for example, in January one person filed 575
complaints, another individual filed 616 complaints and they are not in our area those are facts.

Commissioner Knudsen stated perception is a problem in measuring noise and unless you have scientific
methods of determining the noise levels it is difficult. Vice Chairman Vaughan added that due 1o the
heightened media attention, people are now listening with their eyes and reporting aircraft that they may
not have been aware of previously, He addad that practical standards must be taken into consideration in
determining valid noise complaints, and with the growth in development aircraft will always be flying over
somebody's home at one time or another.

Commissioner Vickers stated it serves no purpose to spend time and money on detailed noise complaint
tracking if nothing is done to find the perpetrators and it's physically impossible to do anything without
proof. Commissioner Vickers guestioned if the tower tracks takeofis and landings, and if a caller
complains about an aircrait landing at a particular time, is there no way to determine what aircraft it was
so semething can be done about it

Mr. Gray said Item 11 on the agenda is meant to address the noise abatement reporting program and to
determine what the Commission would like to omit or include in the report that would be valuable and
useful to them.
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B. Item 11 - Information
Heview Airport Noise Program

Mr. Shirer gave a presenlation and provided handouts to the Commission detailing the purpose of the
noise program, its history, and future options. Mr. Shirer highlighted their noise abatement successes
over the past years in working with operators to alleviate the impacts of aircraft noise and in pilot
education efforts.

Mr. Shirer then provided a breakdown of staff time, by personnel, involved in preparation of the noise
reporting system. The cost of slaff time at their hourly rate amounts to approx. $200,000 a year, in
addition to $8,000 a year in printing costs for the pilot guides. Scottsdale Airport is the only airport in the
valley to provide noise abatement maps to other valley airports and flight schools, The expenses do nat
include the special studies done, including airspace consultants and special printings.

Mr. Shirer explained the noise complaint system; traditionally, the noise hotline; and since April 2002,
through the Airport website. He detailed the staff time involved in responding to the complaints and the
documentation associated with each complaint received and the follow-up processes, including letters,
education, tower involvement, etc. Mr. Shirer advised the Commission of his proactive activities in
speaking lo home owner associations, citizen organizalions, individual home visits, and realtors, including
the quarterly classes he and Vice Chairman Vaughan give at the Soulhwest School of Real Estate.

Mr. Shirer informed the Cammission that he alse works with area developers to ensure anything they are
proposing to build near the Alrpart ar in the Airport Influence Area is compatible with our noise abatemeant
plan, and in obtaining disclosure agreements to forestall folks who may claim they never knew the airport
was there. He added the public outreach and the Part 150 Study would be the big opportunity for the
public to come forward and state their concerns,

Mr. Shirer briefed the Commission on his interagency coordination with the FAA, ADOT, MAG, the
Governor's Council, the Phoenix Users Technical Group, the Flight Training Work Group who manage
flight schools throughout the valley and supervise flight instructors throughout the valley,

Mr. Shirer also detailed the progress on the low altitude radar coverage and noted that it will always be
the primary issue here. He is awaiting a return call from the FAA regarding the stalus of the operational
readingss tast of the Willams-Gateway radar and expects to have that information ready for the City
Council Subcommittee on Aviation. Mr. Shirer added they are also monitoring the national and
international status on the phase-out of Stage 2 aircraft and the propesed Stage 4 standard that everyone
agrees we need to go to, but nobody has set forth a timetable to adopt it. Mr. Shirer then briefed the
Commission on what they can do lo be effective with noise abaterment, including encouraging a contract
FAA Tower, pledges o be signed by airport operators, and automation to enhance voluntary curfews. Mr.
Shirer stated noise monitors and flight tracking system would also help tremendously in the noize
abatement program efforts. He finished by encouraging everyone lo look at the website, including the
MNoise Study Executive Summary, and all the noise information links that include most of the information
discussed this evening. Mr. Shirer also described and demonstrated two flight tracking systems, how
they perform and the associated costs. Mr. Gray added that information for the smaller general aviation
aircraft would not be able to be tracked through these systems,

Commissioner Guilioy informed the Commissien that he put together a complementary presentation
about the facts as they relate to the airborne activity in and around Phoenix. He added there is a very
clear difference as to what the City can do and what the Federal Aviation Administration can do. Whila
Commissioner Guilfoy prepared his presentation, public comments were taken.

Mr. Brian Beady, Arizona Business Aviation Association, addressed the Commission and stated he is
their incoming president and he wished to commend staff on their noise abatement plan, and that staff
has been very helpiul in helping his croanization understand the program. He would like to offer that they
de have a local resource for business aviation, they have mestings in town, and they try to make their
pilots aware of the noise issues and encourage them 1o fly as quistly as they can. Mr. Ready offered the
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Commission and residents that he and his organization are available to answer any gquestions or
CoOncems.

Mr. Luongo asked if the FAA has released funds to conduct the Part 150 Study. Mr. Gray responded that
they have not yet been released, however, the House of Representatives approved the ominous
spending bill and after Senate approval and presidential signature, it will probably take another couple of
months for the funds to be distributed to the various agencies.

Commissioner Guilfoy gave his PowerPoint presentation that included technical content and facts from
the airside perspective as it relates to noise issues. He provided detailed information on flight patterns,
pilot/tower communications, and factors relating to VFR and IFR approaches and routes of arrivals and
departures, including altitudes, and the area reporting points. Commissioner Guilfoy answered questions
from the Commission and Mr. Luongo, and provided clarification of technical information related to glide
slope, altitude and procedures conducive to a safe approach and departure at Scottsdale Airport.

Commissioner Mack wanted to take a moment to commend Mr. Shirer on the excellent presentation he
gave on the Airport Noise Program.

Mr. Gray stated Mr. Guilfoy's recommendation in his presentation to identify jet aircraft if it is commercial
aircraft or not was a good one that could be incorporated into the noise reporting system. He asked if the
Commission had any additional suggestions.

Commissioner Tinnan said perhaps they should take complaints enly through the website. Commissioner
Mack said many don't have a computer so they still need to accept telephone complaints. Chairman
Maxwell stated he would like to see those complaints within a five-mile radius that are controlled by the
tower under the Class D airspace and he would still like to see the names of the complainants.
Commissicner Knudsen agreed with the five-mile radius — the grid.

Commissioner Vickers said he would like to have a specific Work session on the specific
recommendations because there are a lot of suggestions coming from a lot of different angles and
perhaps the Commission should get together and meet just on this particular item as to what we want on
the report and we can get it all without missing anything. Commissioner Tinnan advised they should allaw
a chance to make some changes and then come back and work on a revised one, rather than start now.
Vice Chairman Vaughan said the three person subcommittee working with the City Council's Aviation
subcommittee would be in a position to zero in on this and present the information to their respective
groups, rather than encompass too many people at one time. Mr. Gray interjected that they will be making
the same presentation to the Aviation subcommittee. That will be open 1o the public and a notice will be
sent to the Commission, A specific date has not yet been set.

Commissioner Tinnan inquired if they would be getting a presentation at the next meeting of possible
flight tracking systems. Mr. Gray respended they would get the information together and they have been
requested lo do a presentation through the subcommittee, not particularly on that topic, but they may try
to merge it. Mr. Gray advised they can schedule a Work Study Session before the regular meeting if the
Commission wishes. Mr. Gray said they can send out a draft before the next meeting and work some of
the bugs out before the next regular meeting.

Chairman Maxwell inquired if everyone agreed that they should only have reports to us on the official grid,
and the list of names. Mr. Gray said the remaining information will be presented to the Council.
Commissioner Knudsen said he would like to thank the people who came here tonight, Mr. Luongo and
Mr. Ready.

Mr. Luongo inquired if it was a federal regulation that the N number always has to be in a specific part of
the airplane. The response was yes. and it is required on the right side of the rear fuselage, toward the
tail, and it specifies for different size airplanes a specific size that the N number must be.
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Mri Mascaro advised the Commission that staff has provided some handouts for their infarmation,
including a new FAA flyer regarding how to identify unauthorized, low flying aircraft, flight track maps,
master plan/part 150 executive summaries, and copies of the website pages regarding neise information.

C. ltem 12 - Information
Noise Control Through Contractual Agreements — Requested by Commissioner Vickers

Commissioner Vickers wished fo bring this item to the attention of the Commission because he noted
when we published the Part 150 Moise Compatibility Study, they came up with a 1970 informal noise
abatement procedure for jets flying under visual flight rules. This procedure could very well be outdated to
say thal Scottsdale had a noise ordinance in place prior to 1990. No one seems to be able to find this
procedure that has been referred to by Coffman Associates.

Commissioner Vickers stated that at his very first Commission meeting, Councilman Littlefield stated that
the people of Ironwood have a noise problem in and around the airport area, and he has made a
commitment to make some inroads into the situation and make it better. Commissioner Vickers stated
that Councilman Littlefield has challenged the Commission to do everything they possibly can that is
legally permissible to reduce noise. He agreed a lot has been done in the last 30 years, but there is more
that can be done.

Commissioner Vickers stated that in 1888 there were 7 Stage 2 level aircraft based at Scottsdale. In 2002
there are now 12, He added if they are working towards discouraging these people to operate here, why
are we seeing this growth pattern of Stage 2 aircraft being based here. He added he looked at the
National Noise Policy and we heard the word discrimination, and the 1990 Act states you can't
discriminate. But the 2000 National Noise Policy states, “Airport proprietors are primarily responsible for
planning and implementing action designed to reduce the effects of noise on residents in the surrounding
area.” It goes on to say such actions may include optimal sight location, improvements in design, noise
abatement, ground procedures, land acquisitions and restrictions on airport use and restrictions on airpori
use that do not unjustly discriminate against any user and impede the federal interests in safety and
management of the air navigation system, or unreasonable interference with foreign commerce.
Commissioner Vickers stated the two critical words are, “unjustly” discriminate and “unreasonable”
interference. And this is a policy that is now taking precedence over the 1990 Act

Commissioner Vickers said he then went to the responsibilities of members of the Commission and
number & states, "The Airport Advisory Commission shall, with the assistance of City staff, advise the City
Council as necessary on leases of City property at the Airport.” So it is their responsibility to make any
recommendations, if they can, that might limit, if legally possible, and it doesn't unjustly discriminate, and
it doesn't unreasonably interfere with commerce, of recommending to our City Council that perhaps in all
future in all lease provisions executed on City property that it preclude the leasing or sub-leasing of the
propearty to Stage 2 aircraft.

Commissioner Vickers suggested they recommend to City Council that they enter a provision in all the
ieases thal no Stage 2 level aircraft occupy any of our City-owned property. He added he does not know
of any court case that says they cannot do that. It may be that the Cily Attorney’s office would determine
that we cannot do that, but according to the information he has based on the National Noise Policy, he
would like the Commission to make the recommendation,

Mr. Luongo stated he supports Commissioner Vickers recommendation on the basis that we are on a
track if we get the funds to start the Parl 150 Study and follow it with Part 161, but we are two years away
from that process to get Stage 2 banned as they are the cause of most of his aggravation. Therefore, if
there is anyway possible for Commissioner Vickers recommendation to find another means to limit or
discourage Stage 2 aircraft at Scottsdale Airport, then he is in full support of that recommendation.

Chairman Maxwell stated he has not seen one statistic that shows that Stage 2 aircraft generate the most
complaints. He inquired of Mr. Luongo if all his complainis are Stage 2 aircraft. Mr. Luongo responded
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that was correct. He also believes there are marginal Stage 3's that may be causing the problem, and the
new flight pattern is bringing them right over Ironwood Village.

Chairman Maxwell stated the landing and departure pattern at Scottsdale Airport has nat changed, and
Northwest 2000 had nothing to do with our traffic patiern. Mr. Luongo stated he cannot wait 2 years to
mitigate this problem for the residents and if there is any avenue that can be followed he would certainly
appreciate and support it.

Mr. Brian Ready said he wished lo make two points: 1) On January 7, 2005 BVSM, which is reduced
vertical separation will be implemented within the continental United States. What that means is that
altitudes between 29,000 ft and 41,000 ft. will go to 1,000 ft. separations. the price of this upgrade,
depending on the aircraft, Is from $200,000 to $300,000. So the Stage 2 aircraft that are anly worth
5400,000-$500,000 aren't going to put that money in so most of them are going te go away. Mr. Ready
suggested if you have a Stage 2 airplane and you're based at Scottsdale you have a one-on-one training
Session.

Commissioner Tinnan inquired whether the 12 Stage 2 aircraft based at Scottsdale were based in the
Airpark or on the Airport. Commissioner Vickers did not know. Commissioner Tinnan said the
fundamental issue is if we let them base in the Airpark they are not under a City lease. He asked how
many Stage 2 aircraft are based on the Airport under a lease arrangement with the Airport. The answar
was none. Commissioner Tinnan asked how do we modify the lease to affect them.

Commissioner Vickers stated he originally asked Mr. Gray how many Stage 2 were based at the Airport
and he got false information from the Airport Director. Commissioner Vickers asked if they were under
lease through Corporate Jets who leases property from the City, Commissioner Tinnan said they would
have to lell Corporate Jets that they cannot accept and provide service to Stage 2 aircraft. Commissioner
Vickers stated when the lease comes up, i.e., whoever is leasing a hangar from the City, would be
prohibited from using Stage 2 aircraft. Mr. Gray slated that the information provided to Commissioner
Vickers was not false. There are 12 Stage 2 aircraft based at the Airport/Airpark. Mone of which we have
direct leases.

Commissioner Knudsen what heard can be done is the education and training. Chairman Maxwell agreed
it would be a much better way to deal with the issue of Stage 2 aircraft, Vice Chairman Vaughan agreed
that pilot operation was key lo making the operators aware of the noise abatement procedures.
Commissioner Mack advised the local NBAA would gladly assume that task and then we might have less
noise over Mr. Luongo's house. Vice Chairman Vaughan said in all his experience he has never met a
more professional airport staff dedicated to resolving problems than at Scotisdale, and everyone from the
Mayor, the City Council, the Commissicn all share the same objective. If there are possible solutions, they
will be pursued, as long as they are legal and in compliance with the FAA,

Mr. Luongo inguired if a Stage 2 operator were fo come to Scoftsdale, would the Airport Director say,
sure, we need the money, or would they say from now on we are not going to rent any new space to
Stage 2 customers. Vice Chairman Vaughan said he didn't think the Director could legally do that
because the FAA would frown on that, it is discrimination, they pay taxes, they pay licenses fees, and
they are just as must entitled te come in here as anybody else, until such time we could do as the folks in
Maples did. At this time Mr. Gray nor anyone else in the City has the right to turn them away. However, he
would tell them thay could come here, but take them aside and educate them on the noise abatement
procedures. Commissioner Vickers stated it's not their position to render a legal opinion, that none of
them is qualified and it is the responsibility of the City Attorney's office. He feels the discrimination issue
should be explored, and the City Attorney’s office should be the deciding factaor.

Chairman Maxwell stated he is a lawyer, and he has had a lot of experience with the FAA. He has co-
counseled with the past General Counsel of the FAA and has conducted three FAA hearings in his office.
He added he does know, and can draw on seme of that experience to determine whether something is
discriminatory, and he can read the regulations; which one says that we cannot prohibit, because of
noise, without going through the Parl 161 Study.
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Commissioner Vickers staled that the regulations of the FAA are not law; case law is law. Chairman
Maxwell advised there is statutory law and there is case law or common law. Commissioner Vickers
stated the regulations adopted by the FAA are there interpretation. Vice Chairman Vaughan added they
cannot act in anyway, unless it goes through our Counsel; Commissioner Vickers stated that is what he is
proposing.

Mr. Gray observed that Naples Airport did not spend $1.2 million dollars to get through a Part 161
process If they could have instituled some other process to ban Stage 2 aircraft from their airport. Their
legal firm, which we also have on retainer, he Is sure examined every means to ban Stage 2 aircrait from
Naples without having to go through a Part 161 Study, which they ultimately had to do, at the cost of 1.2
million dollars. Mr. Gray stated his guess, not a legal opinion, is they could not find an easier way, as we
could not find one either. Mr. Gray added he can pose the guestion to the City Attorney's office and have
them render an opinion if they can do that. However, if someone comes to him tomorrow and asks him if
they can base their Stage 2 aircraft at this Airport, they will be permitted to do so, until he has direction
that he has the ability not to allow them without viclating any of the federal grant assurances or federal
laws. Mr. Gray added his primary job for the City is o ensure that we do not violate any federal laws. He
does nol want to go to prison, and he would be the one to go, not the Commission. Mr. Gray said he will
make sure that we will not violate any federal, however, barring that, if he gets instructions from the City
Attorney’s office that they can do it, he would be happy to comply in banning Stage 2 aircraft. Although
Stage 2 are less than two percent of our total operations, we would ban them if allowed to do so.
Howaver, on advice from our outside legal counsel, that is something we do not have a right to do.

Commissioner Tinnan inquired if they should or should not ask the City Attorney's office to render an
opinion. He does not see anything wrong is asking them to give them a written opinion on the subject of
could they control the presence and operation of Stage 2 aircraft by lease mechanisms. Commissioner
Guilfoy said that is limited to Stage 2, and he is still not convinced that Stage 2 aircraft is the issue and
that if people cannot tell the difference between a Stage 2, 3, or 4 why are they focusing on Stage 2. Mr.
Gray responded the issue is can they make any kind of restrictions through contractual relationships.

Chairman Maxwell stated if you are going to ban Stage 2 from a lease, then you have to ban Stage 2
completely from the Airport, and you don't have that power,

Chairman Maxwell asked if Mr. Paul Norman was prepared to comment. Mr, Norman said he can with
almost certainty issue an opinion right now that the City of Scottsdale assents compliance with Part 161
regulations cannot preclude Stage 2 aircraft from basing at Scottsdale Airport, and that goes for virtually
any restriction that is noise related. Mr. Norman added that Part 161 is extremely broad in its scope and
application. He offered to confirm with the City Attorney and get his direction and consent to confirm with
our outside counsel, the law firm of Akin, Gump, who are aviation expers. But Mr. Norman restated his
opinion that that's the answer they are going to receiva.

Commissioner Vickers asked if Mr. Norman could include in his commentary the effect of the Northwest
2000 Plan on Part 181. Mr. Norman responded that it has no effect on it. Commissioner Vickers asked if
regulations were interpretation. Mr. Norman responded ves, but they are enforceable. Commissioner
Vickers said he is trying to get to what is case law. If they are talking about a national policy that is
directing the proprietors of airporis to control the local noise issue, which is whal the 2000 noise policy
does. Mr. Norman said it simply, in an explanation or an exposition of the agencies or Congress, or
whoever developed that policy, their position with respect to the applicable law because all they are daing
when you go enter the second paragraph is essentially deciding what the applicable law is, which is that
you cannot unjustly discriminate and you must allow fair and equal access to the airport or users.

OPERATIONS UPDATE

A, ltem 13 - Information
Review of Airport Operalions
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Mr. Chris Read briefed the Commission on the one Alert and one Incident noted on the Commission
Information Report. He offered to answer any guestions regarding the report.

Mr. Nick Luongo asked if there was only one Alert last month, and if it was the crash into the mountain.
Mr. Read responded no. The Alert 1 was a Cessna 172 with smoke in the cockpit on January 12", Mr.
Luongo asked if there were no Alert 1's that put residents in jecpardy of a crash into their house or
property. Mr. Gray responded that he doesn't believe that's something that they can answer. Any aircraft
alert, or any aircraft incident, isn't under our control. If an aircraft has an Alert 1 or an Alert 2 and land
safely here there is no relevant safety issue. Mr. Luongo said he disagrees. He thinks residents should be
aware of what's overhead and what is potentially dangerous. Chairman Maxwell responded every time
you drive on a highway it's potentially dangerous, and every time you cross the street it's potentially
dangerous, but what we are recording here is what happens on the Airport and asked if that was correct.
Mr. Gray responded that the Alert system used is generated from the Tower. If an aircraft reports a
situation {Alert 1 lowest, Alert 2 moderate level, and Alert 3 an aciual accident) and requests assistance
from the Tower or fire depariment here, then it goes out as an Alert to us. If they don't, there is no
broadcast. Pilots could have alerts and not tell us, they just land. But to say an Alert 1 causes some sort
of increased safety or health and welfare situation for anybady is nat for us to determine. Since we do not
operate the airplanes, we cannot determine if it was a safe or unsafe situation.

Mr. Luongo inquired what the requirement was for filing flight plans. He was surprised it took almost two
days for them to identify the people who flew into the mountain, Chairman Maxwell responded there is no
requirement to file a flight plan unless you fly IFR. Mr. Luongo inguired shouldn’t we know averyona who
comas in and out of this Airport. Commissioner Mack responded, no — this is America — a free country
and no one needs to know if he gets in his car and drives across the country, or if he gets in his plane and
flies across the country. We cannot keep track of that right now. Chairman Maxwell stated he always flies
a flight plan as he often files alone, even though he's flying VFR, but he's not required to.

Mr. Gray stated it appears they are losing sight of what we have control over and what we don’t. Mr. Gray
agreed with Chairman Maxwell that when he flies he always files a flight plan as a common sense thing to
do. However, we have no jurisdiction when it comes to the federal aviation regulations and the Airmen's
Information Manual on what is and what isn't appropriate; that is the FAA. While Mr, Gray thinks it is a
good idea for everyone fo file a flight plan, however, they have no control over that and if it's something
that the general population or pilet community would like o initiate, then that is something that has ta go
through Congress.

Mr. Luongo asked if the taxpayers of Scottsdale pay for the cleanup of the crash on the mountain.
Commissioner Mack said that if Rural Metro Fire Dept and the other agencies involved in the cleanup
efforts, bill the City, and you put those costs all together, they can go back to the insurance company for
reimbursement. Mr. Luongo asked if there are regulations in place that guarantee the iaxpayers of
Scottsdale did not pay for the two days of cleanup. Chairman Maxwell said there are no such regulations.
However, it is a liability insurance manner. And if the operator did not have insurance, they go after his
assels. Chairman Maxwell stated it was an unfortunate pilot error.

MEETING SCHEDULE

A, Action
Review/Modify Meeting Scheduls

Chairman Maxwell noted there were no changes other than this meseting that was moved from
Wednesday to Thursday. Mr. Gray advised the Commission if they know they are going to be out for any
particular meeting to let staff know so they can determine if they have a querum. The schedule is
provided to determine If there is need to change a meetings or discuss modifications. As far as Mr. Gray
knows there are no changes for the rest of the year at this time.

PUBLIC COMMENT
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Chairman Maxwell advised Ms. Sandy Lambert it was her turn to speak. Ms. Lambert said she withdrew
her cornment,

DIRECTOR'S REPORT

Mr. Gray stated he already covered the issue about the federal funding, and the other item was the radar,
which Mr. Shirer already covered. Mr. Gray confirmed it would probably be a couple of months away
before they get the operational readiness results for our secior. Once we get that then we can move on
with some other positive changes.

Mr. Gray then presented a recognition plague to Commissioner Mack in appreciation of service a
Commission Chairman;

ITEMS FROM THE COMMISSION
There items from the Commission,
ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Tinnan made a motion to adjourn the mesting. Commissioner Vickers seconded the
motion. The meeting was adjourned at 9:42 p.m.

Raspeactfully submitted,

Diana M. Magaiola
Administrative Secretary,

i2




COMMISSION ACTION REPORT Agenda Item No.: &
TO: Airport Advisory Commission

FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date:  03/12/03
SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Ratification of Airport
Aeronautical Business Permit for Scottsdale AirCenter Staff Contact:  Matt Johnson

Operations, LLC

Phone: (480) 312-B475

ACTION

Ratification of Airport Aeronautical Business Permit for Scotisdale AirCenter Operations, LLC to provide Fixed Base
Operator services at Scottsdals Airport,

PURPOSE

Pursuant 1o Scollsdale Revised Code, Chapter 5, Article 3, commercial agronautical activity conducted on the Airport
requires a valid Airporl Aeronautical Business Permit. In addition, the Airport Minimum Operating Standards outliines the
process for oblaining such a permit. Scolisdale AirCenter Operations, LLC has requested an Airport Aeronautical
Business Permit to conduct Fixed Base Operator services at Scottsdale Airport.

APPLICANT

Mr. Tommy Walker, General Manager
Scoltsdale AirCenter Operations, LLC
15290 N. 78" Way

Scottsdale, AZ B5260

(480) 851-2525

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

Scoltsdale AirCenter Operations, LLC has provided the appropriate documentation as required in the Airport Minimum
Operating Standards

Approval of this Aeronautical Business Permit will meet the requirements as outlined in the lease agreement with the
City.

Insurance requirements have been met, naming City of Scottsdale as additional insured

The associated fees are anticipated to generate approximately $327,000 in annual revenus to the Aviation Enterprise
Fund

zﬁf‘;ﬁ; CM.GAE. /
Aviation Director

Attachment: (1) Completed Airport Aeronautical Business Permit Form

Action
Taken




SCOTTSDALE AIRPORT
AERONAUTICAL BUSINESS PERMIT

{Regquired to conduct commercial aeronausical acrivity on the airpors)

Business or activity to be conducted (Check all that apply):

(] Aircraft Charter Services [J Aircraft Washing Service

[] Aircraft Leasing or Rental Services [0 Hangar/Shade Ieasing Services
[ Adrcraft Maintenance and Repair Services [0 Flight Training Services

(] Aircraft Management mfﬁxad Base Operator

[ 1 Aircraft Sales Services [0 On-Airport Rental Car Concession

[ 1 Aircraft Mobile Maintenance and Repair Services (] Off-Airport Rental Car Concession
[1 Specialized Aircraft Repair Services (list service)

L1 Specialized Commercial Flying Services (list services)
[] Other

These activities are limited to the airport by ordinance. Please refer to the Airport Minimum Operating Standards Sfor
Surther information on each type of business.

Applicant: SCO7TSDALE A’f(?ﬂ.} 7EL @jj er i on oL
Authorized Representative:_ 7 244y (/ALELE Title: SELELG ML
Business Address:_ AS 240 A TE7H wiay

City, State, Zip:_Sps 77s DAE A2  §S 760

Billing Address:_ S 4 4f<

City, State, Zip:
Phone: [wﬂrk}:_f/f g- 48 28 Z{t:ax):_‘z"/ F0-45) 2595 (emerzency): 716l B0 OLLs
The Applicant hereby requests the above action(s) :ﬁr-am the city for the privilege of conducting commercial

aeronautical activities on the airport and/or in the airpark, and in consideration of this request being granted agrees
to the following:

+ FEE PAYMENT: The Applicant agrees to pay all applicable monthly fees on time by the twentieth (20) day of =ach month, and
all required fee including late fees, interest and penalties without deduction of any kind.

+ PERMIT LIMITATIONS: This permit may not be assignad or wansfarred, and is limited to only the approved business activity
listed abova.

+ INFORMATION CHANGES: The Applicant shall notify the Airport Administration Office in writing within fiftesn (13) days of
any change to the information provided on this form.

+ INDEMNIFICATION: The Applicant shall indemnify the city pursuant to Chapter 3 of the Scatsdale Ravised Code.
#+ COMPLIANCE WITH THE LAW: The Applicant shall comply with all applicable laws, ordinances, rules and regulations.

The undersigned representative certifies he/she is authorized to sign for the business and acknowledges raceipr of a copy

of this permit /!
,i//j’/
o T/e/ £=5 =&5

Althorized Regp’:sé'ntanve’s Signature Datz siznad
&

eturn Crioinal To: 13000 Mart Alrpart Drive, Sulce 200, Seomsdole. 27 35350

SARP (04102} - Orange




e dd g gk gy

EwREE Ajrport Administration Use Only #l b g e et deee ey

Indicate documents provided to applicant

IE/C[ry Code - Chapter Five [] Airpark Minimum Operating Standards
(O Airpark Rule and Regularions [0 Airport Wingspan Restriction Map
B‘éﬁ.fl’pﬂﬁ Rules and Regulations [1 Receipt for Payvment of Fees

irpcu:z Minimum Operating Standards

Attach copies of applicable documents

[] Lease/License agreement E/F_A_ik Certificates
mub!ease agresment -EI/Carrifi:ates of Insurance
[0 Airport Driver/Vehicle Permit @/gusinessfPriﬁlege Tax License

kR R ok R ok R el i ool o o o o el e ol ek i sk e e e el s e s sk o ok

ATRPORT DIRECTOR’S COMMENTS

/]L(Q Sﬁ;ﬂu 1":2.‘44:“7’15
A;ppra ved by /
%ﬁﬁé _,;yém T
Ej_rpﬂrt Diregst (or designes) Date signed

AIRPORT ADVISORY COMMISSION'S COMMENTS

i
L
I
¥
bt
=
I
[t

i
'
O
I
]
il=]
i



COMMISSION ACTION REPORT Agenda ltem No.: 3
TO: Airport Advisory Commission

FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date:  03/12/03
SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Ratification of Alrport
Agronautical Business Permit for Swift Aviation Staff Contact:  Matt Johnson

Services, Inc.

Phone: (480) 312-8475

ACTION

Ratification of Airport Aeronautical Business Permit for Swift Aviation Services, Inc. to provide aircraft maintenance and
repair services and specialized aircrait repair services at Scottsdale Airport.

PURPOSE

Pursuant to Scotisdale Revised Code, Chapter 5, Article 3, commercial aeronautical activity conducted on the airport
requires a valid Airport Aeronautical Business Permit. In addition, the Airport Minimum Operating Standards outlines the
process for obtaining such a permit. Swift Aviation Services Inc. has requested an Airport Aeronautical Business Permit
ta conduct aircraft maintenance and repair services and specialized aircraft repair services at Scottsdale Airport.

APPLICANT(S)

Mr. Chris Cullen, Director, Parts Department
Swift Aviation Services, Inc.

2602 E. Sky Harbor Blvd.

Fhoenix, A7 85034

(802) 273-3770

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

Swift Aviation Services, Inc. has provided the appropriate documentation as required in the Airport Minimum
Operating Standards

Insurance requirements have been met, naming City of Scottsdale as additional insured

This action is not anticipated to result in additional tiedown area demand

Swift Aviation Services, Inc. is under direct contract with Scottsdale AirCenter Operations, LLC to conduct aircraft
maintenance and repair services and specialized repair services at Scottsdale airport as outlined in Section 6-5 of the
Airport Minimum Operation Standards.

= L=

Scott T. Gray, C.M., C.A.EZ
Aviation Director i

Attachment(s). 1. Completed Airport Aeronautical Business Permit Form

Action
Taken




SCOTTSDALE AIRPORT
AERONAUTICAL BUSINESS PERMIT

(Required to conduct commercial agronautical aerivicy

on the airpor)

Business or activity to be conducted (Check all that apply):

[ Aircraft Charter Servicas [ Adrcraft Washing Service

(] Adrcraft Leasing or Rental Services 0 Hangar/Shade Leasing Services

[ Aircraft Maintenance and Rapair Services O Flight Training Services

[] Aircraft Management O Fixed Base Operator

] Aircraft Sales Services [0 On-Airport Rental Car Concession

[1 Adrcrart Mobile Maintenance and Repair Services [J Omf-Airport Rental Car Concession
Specialized Aircraft Repair Services (list service) _Avionics Services

[] Specialized Commercial Flying Services (list servicas)
[] Other

These activities are limited to the airport by ordinance. Please referta the Airport Minimum Operating Standards for
Jurther information on each type of business.

Applicane:_Swiff Aviation Sarvicsas. Tne

Authorized Representative: Chris cnllen Tide:  Diractar Bacts Dept
Business Address: 2602 B, Skv Harbor Rlvd.

City, Stats, Zip: Phoenix, Az Asn3a

Billing Address:_ gama a5 2booo

City, State, Zip:

Phone: (work):602-273-3770 (f2x): 602-244-2076 (emergency): 602-273-3770

The Applicant hereby requests the above action(s) from the city for the privilege of conducting commercial
azronautical activities on the airport and/or in the alrpark, and in consideration of this request being gramted agrees
to the following: '

% FEE PAYMENT: The Applicant agrass 1o pay all applicable moarhly f2es on tima by the twentieth (20) day of zach monch, and
all raquirad fee including lats fees, intarast 2ad penaldss withous deducton of any kind.

% PERMIT LIMITATIONS: This permit may not ba 2ssigned or wansierred, and is limited o only the appraved husiness activity
listad sbove.

+ INFORMATION CHANGES: The Apglicant shall todfy the Alrport Adminisradon Offics in writing within Aftzan (15) days of
any shanga o the informaton providad on this form, ]

+ INDEMNIFICATION: Ttz Agplicans shall indemnity tha ciry pursuant o Chaptsr 5 of the Scansdals Ravisad Cods.

*+ COMPLIANCE WITH TEE LAW: The Agplicant shall comply with ail applicabls laws, ordinancss, rulas and reguladens.

= -

2 - - i ’ + - - & - # Ly & Rl
The undersigned reprezeniative cersifias ha/she is authorized 1o sign for the businzss and acknowladzzs recsipr of @ CoDy
{he ungarsig 2 28 S = 57

of this permiz .
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5
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Indicate documents provided to applicant

Q'/Ciiy Code - Chapter Five ] Airpark Minimum Operating Standards
] ?i@zrk Rule and Regulations [] Airport Wingspan Restriction Map

."r <
[4 Alirport Rules and Regulations [ Receipt for Payment of Fess

7
[} Airport Minimum Operating Standards

Attach copies of applicable documents

r
[} Lease/Licénse agreement [Z¥"'FAA Certificates
i _rr" a -
[1 Sublease agreement Ceriificates of Insurance
. . . . AN o ;
[] -Adirport Driver/Vehicle Permit [-" Business/Privilege Tax License
=Z==!=$-‘if=I=*=i=‘#55=i-=P.k#:'ﬁ=$=*:.'ﬂ%i$i-i'-k?=k='I==-2==k=I=*3:u?::‘rcziﬂif=i=$#r_'e*#$**%$$*#$**$3$#$$:&:$$:§$;*:k:;:ﬁ#:k;;:ga;*agmg:g;z.ga

ATRPORT DIRECTOR’S COMMENTS
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Approved by
fé”éﬁ(f(%«u Jéﬁ/f}

Airport Diregfor (or designee) Date signed
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COMMISSION INFORMATION REPORT Agenda ltem No.: _ 4

TO: Airport Advisory Commission

FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date: 03/12/03

SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Airport / Airpark

Aeronautical Business Permit Cancellations and Staff Contact: Matt L. Johnson

Hevocations.

Phone: (480) 312-8475

INFORMATIONAL

Review of Airport and Airpark Aeronautical Business Permit Cancellations and Revaocations.
PURPOSE

Per the request of the Airport Advisory Commission, a report will be provided on a monthly basis indicating cancellations
and revocations of Airport and Airpark Aeronautical Business Permils.

KEY CONSIDERATIONS
Attached is a current monthly tenant list of permittees,

List will provide what type of aeronautical activity the business is conducting at the Airport/Airpark and contact
information.

Any additions, cancellations, and revocations will be highlighted on the tenant list.

= Green indicates a new permittee
. Yellow indicates a cancellation
. Hed indicates a revocation

/.7-———;

1 Scott T. Gray, CM., C.AE. ~
Aviation Director

Altachment: (1) List of Current Airport/Airpark and Mobile Permittees




Airport/ Airpark and Mobile Permittees

Revised as of March 2003

.~ BUSINESS NAME C ACTIVITY LOCATED PHONE FAX
_ LCELERATED FLIGHT TRNG CTR | FLIGHT TRAINING CJAC 480-483-9242 | 480-483-5241 |
AEROCARE AIRCRAFT WASHING MOBILE | 480-513-0307 NONE
AERO JET SERVICES AIRCRAFT CHARTER/MGMT. AIRPARK | 480-922-7441 | 480-513-1012
AIR COMMERCE CENTER QOFFICE/HANGAR RENTAL ACC 480-483-1985 | 480-4B3-1726 |
AIRPARK PARTNERS LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-585-7234 | 480-443-1726
AIR SERVICES INTERNATIONAL HELICOPTER MTC. AND REPAIR | AIRPARK | 480-948-2150 | 480-443-4387 |
AJ'S FINE FOODS _ IN-FLIGHT CATERING _ MOBILE | 480-563-5070 | 490-949-2835
ARIZONA FLIGHT WORKS | A/C LEASING/FLIGHT TRAINING ACC 480-948-8017 | 480-048-9466
AVIATION DREAM WORKS INC AJC SALES & MANAGEMENT AIRPARK | 480-998-4571 | 480-988-4572 |
AVIATION SALES INTERNATIONAL | AIRCRAFT SALES AIRPARK | 480-502-3004 | 480-502-9356
AVIS RENT A CAR SYSTEMS INC. | CAR RENTALS AIRPARK | 480-948-4953 | 602-273-3215
B & R INVESTMENTS HANGAR/SHADE LEASING ~_ACC 480-483-1985 | 480-483-1726
BALSON INVESTMENTS HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-922-9845 | 480-922-0839
BARRON THOMAS AIRCRAFT SALES CJAC 480-951-6207 | 480-951-6229
BASHA'S INC./AJ'S FINE FOODS | IN FLIGHT CATERING MOBILE | 480-990-2484 | 480-949-2835
BATES FAMILY TRUST HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-443-8287 | 480-443-8385
BCO, LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-922-0490 | 480-922-0830
BERNSTEIN, LEWIS, LLC. FLIGHT TRAINING ABC B802-617-3556 N/A

| BIG SKY, LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-609-4300 | 480-609-4344
BONESTEEL, JUNE FLIGHT TRAINING CJAC | 480-951-6249 | 480-569-1296
BRAINWASH LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-608-1109 | 480-609-1159
BRO, KENT & BETSY HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-948-8955 | 480-948-8645 |

BUDGET RENT A CAR CAR RENTALS | AIRPARK | B02-683-9244 | 602-267-9504 |
BUSINESS AIRCRAFT MGMT A/C MAINTENANCE & REPAIR AIRPORT | 480-991-0900 | 480-905-9365 |

 CANYON COUNTRY AVIATION AIRCRAFT SALES & MGMT.  AIRPARK | 480-948-2052 | 480-948-2062

|| ALPIN FAMILY ENTERPRISES HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-051-9000 | 480-851-0997

| COCKPIT RESOURCE MGMT. FLIGHT TRAINING ACC 480-048-8017 | 480-948-5466
CORPORATE JETS FIXED BASE OPERATOR (FEO) CJ | 480-948-2400 | 480-948-3874

 CORPORATE JETS AVIATION OFFICE/HANGAR RENTAL CJAC 480-948-2400 | 480-948-3874
D'ATRI'S AT SCOTTSDALE ARPT. | RESTAURANT TERM 480-948-8585 | 480-905-3664
DALLAS AIRMOTIVE A/C TURBINE ENGINE REPAIR AIRPARK | 480-905-8788 | 4B0-905-8786
DAVIS CUSTOM DETAILING AIRCRAFT WASHING MOBILE | 602-569-0272 NONE
DESERT PEAK AVIATION A/C LEASING MOBILE MTC. MOBILE | 602-954-9264 | 602-954-9264

| DUNCAN AVIONICS AVIONICS REPAIR EXEC 480-922-3575 | 480-851-9234

' E&J AVIATION AIRCRAFT MAINTENANCE MOBILE | 602-270-5250 | 602-840-5598
EAGLE PRODUCE LTD. HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-898-1444 | 480-951-1392
ELSE EMOFF LIVING TRUST HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-891-7272 | 480-483-7674
ENTERPRISE RENT-A-CAR | CAR RENTAL AIRPARK | 480-315-8051 | 480-315-1938
EXECUTIVE AIRCRAFT SERVICES | A/C CHARTER/MGMT & SALES EXEC 480-991-0900 | 480-991-3087
EXECUTIVE FLIGHT SERVICES A/C SALES ACC 480-922-8681 | 480-951-4868

FAA CONTROL TOWER CONTROL TOWER TOWER | 602-640-2500 NA |
FLIGHTWORKS MAINTENANCE A/IC MAINTENANCE & REPAIR |  ACC 4B80-348-0223 | 480-348-0226 |
FOUNDERS CORPORATE CTH. HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-922-0460 | 480-483-8400
GEMINI AIR GROUP AIRCRAFT MANAGEMENT SVCS | AIRPARK | 480-991-5387 | 480-991-3373
GLOBALJET CORPORATION AIRCRAFT CHARTER/MGMT ABC 480-563-4711 | 480-556-9870

' GRAND CANYON AIRLINES ' SCENIC CHARTER TOURS TERM | 480-443-1927 | 480-443-1947

| GRAYSTAR CORPRATION HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-483-19B5 | 480-483-1726
GREENWAY HANGARS/SHADES HANGAR/SHADE RENTAL AIRPORT | 480-990-1156 | 480-990-1156
GYPSY FLYERS BIPLANE RIDES/TRNG/RENTALS TERM | 480-419-5736 | 480-905-3664
HEATZ RENT-A-CAR CAR RENTALS TERM 480-609-6657 | 480-509-4318
{ ON'SDELI IN FLIGHT CATERING MOBILE | 480-443-3811 | 480-443-9718

w1 S ONLY AIRCRAFT MANAGEMENT SVCS | AIRPARK | 602-548-4549 | 480-659-6051
“JMC AVIATION | AIRCRAFT SALES AIRPARK | 480-315-0829 | 480-315-0863
L & B MANAGEMENT | HANGAR/SHADE LEASING SVCS | AIRPARK | 480-483-1985 | 4B0-483-1726
LAUCHNER, J.B. | AIRCRAFT SALES AIRPARK | 480-348-0715 | 480-348-0713




MEDICAL EXPRESS INT'L. AIR AMBULANCE ACC 480-348-0003 | 480-348-0245
| MOBILE INN ASSOCIATES, LP. HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-483-1985 | 480-483-1726
AMO/NATIONAL CAR RENTAL CAR RENTALS TERM 480-948-4884 | 480-848-7444
+«=LSON, ROBERT HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-291-1085 | 480-991-2393
PACIFIC MARINE MANAGEMENT HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 380-653-4266 | 360-859-4216
PACIFIC REALTY HOLDINGS LTD. HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-951-1212 | 480-951-3027
PAR DEVELOPMENT, LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-483-1985 | 480-483-1726
PAULSEN HANGAR, LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING SVCS | AIRPARK | 480-891-5336 | 480-991-5537
PINNACLE AIR GROUP AIRCRAFT MGMT & CHARTER ACC 480-898-8989 | 480-998-7993
PINNACLE AVIATION AIRCRAFT SALES ACC 480-998-8989 | 480-098-7993
PLO PROPERTIES, LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-948-3789 | 480-948-3610
PLUS 5 SPORT AERO FLIGHT TRAINING EXEC 602-971-3991 NONE
Q'S CATERING [ IN FLIGHT CATERING MOBILE | 802-820-0217 NONE
QUANTUM HELICOPTERS HELICOPTER TRAINING AIRPARK | 480-814-8118 | 480-814-8737
RUSSELL, ROBERT R. (RUSSCOR) | HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-951-0055 | 480-951-2211
SABENA AIRLINE TRAINING FLIGHT TRAINING ACC 480-948-4515 | 480-443-8861
SALGMAN, CARL AIRCRAFT SALES CJAC 480-851-6270 | 480-851-6272
SAWYER AVIATION TRAINING AJC RENTAL & FLIGHT TRAINING EXEC 480-922-5221 | 480-922-5341
SAWYER CHARTER SERVICE SALES & CHARTER TERM 480-522-2723 | 480-922-5653

SCOTTSDALE AEROSUPPLY

SCOTTSDALE AIRPARK FUND

PILOT SHOP

HANGAR/SHADE LEASING

ABC

480-048-8994

480-809-3936

| 480-596-1651

4B80-951-7594

AIRPARK
SCOTTSDALE FBO FIXED BASE OPERATOR (FBO) | AIRPORT | 480-443-7205 | 480-048-3874
SCOTTSDALE FLYERS AIRCRAFT CHARTER MGMT. ACC | 480-022-8681 | 480-051-4868
SCOTTSDALE HELICOPTERS INC FLIGHT TRAINING AIRPARK | 480-851-6282 | 48D-951-6287
SIMCON TRAINING CENTER SPECIALIZED FLIGHT TRAINING AIRPARK | 480-805-3040 | 480-951-2704
SIMTEC AVIATION CHARTER 15 AIRPARK | 480-807-3763 | 480-805-8783
| SKY BISTRO 'IN FLIGHT CATERING MOBILE | 602-404-3416 | 602-404-3419
L fYPEAKLLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-483-8107 | 480-483-8172
SOMETHING SPECIAL CATERING CATERING MOBILE | 480-585-8512 | 480-575-9218
SONORAN CHARTERS LLC AIRCRAFT CHARTER AIRPARK | 480-443-7242 | 480-443-7227
SOUTHWEST FLIGHT CENTER TRAINING/RENTALS, MAINT/REP | ABC/APK | 480-991-2880 | 480-991-2968
SOUTHWEST JET AVIATION A/C SALES, CHARTER, MGMT. AIRPARK | 480-991-7076 | 480-991-8511
SOUTHWEST JET CORP. CENTER | HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-891-7076 | 480-991-8511
TELESPECTRA, LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 602-274-5718 | 802-882-8192
THUMDERBIRD PROPERTIES HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-298-7478 | 480-988-0380
TURBO NATIONAL AIRCRAFT SALES ABC 480-848-1993 | 480-981-2383
UNIVERSAL HELICOPTERS INC. TRAINING, LEASING/PHOTO CJAC 480-951-6283 | 480-951-6285
Us AVIONICS AVIONIC SALES/REPAIR AIRPARK | 480-948-2620 | 480-948-0334
US CUSTOMS FEDERAL CUSTOMS OFFICE ABC 480-312-8483 | 480-312-8B485
VERIDIAN AVIATION AIRCRAFT MANAGEMENT ABC 480-022-1333 | 480-822-1326
WALLACE HOLDINGS, LLC HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 4B0-998-8861 | 480-988-0388
WEST COAST WASH STATION AIRCRAFT WASHING MOBILE 480-051-6282 NONE
WESTCOR AVIATION CHARTER/HELO MAINTENANCE/! | AIRPARK | 480-991-6558 | 480-991-7827
HANGAR/SHADE LEASING
WINDMILL INNS OF AMERICA HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 480-443-0909 | 480-443-7635
15230 N. 75'" STREET HANGAR/SHADE LEASING AIRPARK | 802-955-3500 | 802-955-2828

ABC

ACC
AIRPARK
cJ

(e
EC
TERM
TOWER

mom oo nmu

Winword/AACCurrent Tenant List

Avialion Business Center, 15041 N. Airport Drive, Scotisdale, AZ 85260
Air Commerce Center, 14805 M. Airport Drive, Scottsdale, AZ 85260
Various approved Airpark business locations
Corporate Jets, Inc., 14600 N. Airport Drive, Scotisdale, AZ 85260
Corporate Jets Aviation Center, 14700 N. Airport Drive, Scottsdale, AZ 85260
Executive Aircraft Services, 15115 N. Airport Drive, Scotisdale, AZ 85280
Scottsdale Airport Terminal, 15000 N. Alrport Drive, Scottsdale, AZ 85260
FAA Air Traffic Control Tower, 14960 N. 78" Way, Scottsdale, AZ 85260




COMMISSION ACTION REPORT Agenda Item No.: .5
TO: Airport Advisory Commission

FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date: 3/12/03
SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Recommend Resolution

No. 6260 approving assignment of the lease for the Staff Contact: Gary Mascaro,C.M.
airport restaurant and related office space and the

amendment of the lease for the office space. Phone: (480) 312-7612

ACTION

The Airport Advisory Commission considers recommending Resolution No. 260 approving assignment of the tenant’s

interest under existing lease for the airport restaurant and related office space and the amendment of the lease for the
office space.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this action is to consider recommending to the City Council approval of assignment of the restaurant and
office lease and first amendment of the office lease. Specifically, D'Atri's Gourmet Foods, Inc. has requested thal the City
consent to the assignment of the restaurant lease and office lease to Blue Fig, L.L.C. and to amend the office lease to
reduce the number of offices leased by the tenant for three (3) to two (2) offices in the Aviation Business Center.

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

The restaurant lease has approximately seven (7) years of the original term left with no options.

The office lease has approximately five (5) months of the original term left with two (2) one-year options.

This action follows a previous action taken by the City Council to initially approve the restaurant lease with D'Atri's
Gourmet Foods, Inc. on May 1, 2000,

This action follows a previous action taken by the City Council to initially approve the office lease with D'Atri's
Gourmet Foods, Ine. on July 2, 2001.

Under the proposed assignment the restaurant lease and office lease, the City will consent to assign the lease to Blue
Fig, L.L:C.

The amended office lease will reduce the number offices from three (3) to two (2) offices in the Aviation Business
Center.

Except what s outlined in the amendment of the office lease, the original restaurant and office lease and the parties
respective rights and obligations related to the original agreements remain unchanged.

P

FScott T. Gray, CM., CAE. 7

Aviation Director

Attachments: (1) Resolution No. 6260

(2) Request Consent to Assignment
[3) First Amendment to Lease Agreement (Office Lease)

Action
Taken




RESOLUTION NO. 6260

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SCOTTSDALE,
MARICOFA COUNTY, ARIZONA, APPROVING ASSIGNMENT OF THE
TENANT'S INTEREST UNDER EXISTING LEASES FOR THE AIRPORT
RESTAURANT AND RELATED OFFICE SPACE AND THE AMENDMENT
OF THE LEASE FOR THE OFFICE SPACE.

WHEREAS, by resolution No. 5545 adopted H‘-’i-‘i J , 482064 the Council
of the City of Scottsdale authorized a lease (the “Restaurant Léhse”) dated May 1, 2000 and
recorded May 10, 2000 at document No. 00-0357486 of the public records of Maricapa County,
Arizona; and

WHEREAS, by resolution No. _ 5 $72 __ adopted Iu.!ﬁ 2. 2001, the Council
of the City of Scottsdale authorized a lease (the “Office Lease”) dated July 2, 2001 and recorded

, 20 at docurmnent No. of the public records of Maricopa
County, Arizona; and

WHEREAS, D'Atri's Gourmet Foods, Inc., an Arizona corporation, the tenant under the
Restaurant Lease and the Office Lease, has requested that the City consent to the assignment of
the Restaurant Lease and the Office Lease to Blue Fig L.L.C., an Arizona limited liability company
and that the Office Lease be amended in certain particulars; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the public good can be best furthered by
granting the requests;

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved that:

Section 1. The Mayor is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of the City of
Scottsdale the Consent to Lease Assignment attached hereto as Exhibit “A."

Section 2. That the Mayor is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of the City of
Scottsdale the First Amendment to Lease Agreement attached hereto as Exhibit “B.”

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Scottsdale this ___ day of

Mary Manross, Mayor
ATTEST:

By:

Sonia Rabertson, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

David A. Pennartz, City Attorney

02/28/03, 34415-2, CR B M



Regarding C.0.8. Contract No. 2000-053-COS
C.0.5. Contract No. 2001-099-COS
(airport restaurant and ESBE Suite 112)

ABC
REQUEST FOR CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT

THIS REQUEST FOR CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT (the “Notice”) is given this __
day of » 2003 to the City of Scottsdale, an Arizona municipal corporation
("Lessor”) by D'Atris’ Gourmet Foods, Inc., an Arizona corporation (“Assignor’) and Blue Fig
LLC, an Arizona limited liability company (“Assignee”).

A. Lessor is the owner of certain real property (the “Property”) located at the Scottsdale
airport in the City of Scottsdale, Maricopa County, Arizona.

B. Lessor and “Assignor” are parties to that certain lease agreement dated May 1, 2000
and recorded May 10, 2000 at document No. 00-0357486 of the public records of Maricopa
County, Arizona (the "Restaurant Agreement”).

C. Lessor and "Assignor” are parties to that certain lease agreement dated July 2, 2001 and
recorded , 20____ at document No. of the public records of Maricopa
County, Arizona (the "Office Agreement”).

D. Pursuant o that certain (the "Assignor Assignment”) dated !
20__, Assignor proposes to assign to Assignee all of its rights in the Property under the
Restaurant Agreement and the Office Agreement (the “Assignment”).

E Undefined terms capitalized in this Agreement have the meanings assigned in the
Lease.

NOW THEREFORE, Assignor and Assignee hereby give this Notice as follows:

1. Consent Requested. Assignor and Assignee request Lessor's consent to the Assignment.

EXECUTED as cof the date first given above.

Assignor: D’ATRIS' GOURMET FOODS, INC., an
Arizona corporation

By:
Mame: Jan D'Atri
Title: President

CANrPortblchvilCKELLY\34419_2.000
2/28/03, CR el I




Assignee: BLUE FIG LLC, an Arizona limited liability
company

By:

Name: Lan-Vi Tran
Its: managing member

J4415v2




CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT

Less_ar on this day of ___ , 2003, responds to the foregoing Notice
by giving to Assignor and Assignee this consent to assignment (the “Consent to Assignment”) as
follows:

1. Consent to Assignment. Lessor hereby consents to the Assignment.

2. Preconditions. Notwithstanding anything in this Consent to Assignment to the contrary, this
Consent to Assignment is not effective in any respect unless and until all of the following are
completed no later than thirty (30) days after the date of this Consent to Assignment:

2.1 Assignee executes, acknowledges, delivers to Lessor and records in the office of
the Maricopa County Recorder assumptions of the Restaurant Agreement and the Office
Agreement in the forms attached hereto as Exhibit “A" and Exhibit “B.”

2.2  Assignor and Assignee deliver to Lessor a copy of an instrument recorded in the
office of the Maricaopa County Recorder accomplishing the Assignment.

2.3  Assignor delivers to Lessor the sum of § -@Jimé.ﬂﬂ (% ) representing
overdue Rent payable to Lessor by Assignor.

24  Assignor delivers to Lessor the sum of One Thousand, Five Hundred Dollars
(21,500} for the transfer fee required by paragraph 16.1 of the Restaurant Agreement.

2.5 Assignor delivers to Lessor the sum of Five Hundred Dollars ($500) for the transfer
fee required by paragraph 14.1 of the Office Agreement.

2.6  Assignor delivers to Lessor evidence acceptable to Lessor that no lenders have an
interest in the Restaurant Agreement or the Office Agreement.

3. No. Amendment. All terms, conditions and provisions of the Restaurant Agreement and the
Office Agreement are continued in full force and effect and remain unaffected and unchanged
hereby. This Consent to Assignment is not an amendment to the Restaurant Agreement or the
Office Agreement or a waiver by Lessaor of any right thereunder.

EXECUTED as of the date first stated above.

Lessor: CITY OF SCOTTSDALE, an Arizona
municipal corporation

By:

Mary Manross, Mayar

344152




When Recorded Return to:

Lila Madden (Gary Mascaro)

ONE STOP SHOP

CITY OF SCOTTSDALE

7447 E. Indian Schoal Road, Suite 100
Scottsdale, AZ 85251

ASSUMPTION OF LEASE

Regarding City of Seottedale contract 2000-053-COS
(airport restaurant)

This assumption is made pursuant to paragraph 16.1 of that certain Lease Agreement (the
“Agreement’) between City of Scottsdale, an Arizona municipal corporation ("Lessor”) and D'Atri's
Gourmet Foods, Inc., an Arizona corporation (“Assignor”) dated May 1, 2000 and recorded May 10,
2000 at document No., 00-0357486 of the public records of Maricopa County, Arizona.

Blue Fig, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company (“Assignee”), having acquired the rights of
D'Atri's Gourmet Foods, Inc., an Arizona corporation, hereby assumes the Agreement, agrees to
be bound thereby, and obligates itself to perform the terms and conditions of the Agreement. The
person signing this document on behalf of Assignee warrants to Lessor his authority to do so.

Dated: , 2003
Blue Fig L.L.C., an Arizona limited liability company
By:
Lan-Vi Tran
Its: managing member
STATE OF )
) 88,
County of J

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of :
2003, by Lan Vi Tran, managing member of Blue Fig L.L.C., an Arizona limited liability company.

Motary Public

My Commission Expires:

Exhibit “A"

A1
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When Recorded Return to:

Lila Madden (Gary Mascaro)

OMNE STOP SHOP

CITY OF SCOTTSDALE

7447 E. Indian School Road, Suite 100
Scottsdals, AZ 85251

ASSUMPTION OF LEASE

Regarding Clty of Scottedale contract 2001-093-C0O3%
{almport FSDO 112)

This assumption is made pursuant to paragraph 14.5 of that certain Lease Agreement (the
“Agreement’) between City of Scottsdale, an Arizona municipal corporation (“Lessor”) and D'Atri's
Gourmet Foods, Inc., an Arizona corporation (“Assignor”) dated July 2, 2001 and recorded

, 20____ at document No. of the public records of Maricopa
County, Arizona.

Blue Fig, LLC, an Arizona limited liability company (*Assignee”), having acquired the rights of
D'Atri's Gourmet Foods, Inc., an Arizona corporation, hereby assumes the Agreement, agrees to
be bound thereby, and obligates itself to perform the terms and conditions of the Agreement. The
person signing this document on behalf of Assignee warrants to Lessor his authority to do so.

Dated: , 2003
Blue Fig L.L.C., an Arizona limited liability company
By:
Lan-Vi Tran
Its: managing member
STATE OF )
} 85.
County of )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of -
2003, by Lan Vi Tran, managing mermnber of Blue Fig L.L.C., an Arizona limited liability company.

MNotary Public

My Commission Expires:

Exhibit “B"

B-1
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WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO:
Lila Madden (Gary Mascaro)
ONE STOP SHOP RECORDS
City of Scottsdale
7447 E. Indian School Road, Suite 100
Scottsdale, AZ 85251
C.0.S. Contract No. 2001-099-COS5-A
(Suites 110 through 112 former FSDO building)

FIRST AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT (the “Amendment”) is made this

day of , 2003, by and between the City of Scottsdale, an Arizona

municipal corporation (“Lessor”) and Blue Fig LLC, an Arizona limited liability company
(“Lessea”).

A. Lessor is the owner of certain real property (the “Premises”) being Suites 110, 111 and
112 within a building located immediately northeast of the Scottsdale Airport terminal building in
the City of Scottsdale, Maricopa County, Arizona, and more particularly described on Exhibit “A"
attached hereto.

B. Lessor and Lessee are parties to that certain Lease Agreement regarding the Premises
dated July 1, 2001 and recorded . 20____ at document No. of the
public records of Maricopa County, Arizona (the “Original Agreement”).

C. In light of subsequent events and circumstances, Lessor and Lessee have determined
that the purposes of the Original Agreement can be better achieved if certain changes are made
to the Original Agreement.

D. Lessor and Lessee desire to amend the Original Agreement to delete Suite 112 from the
Premises and make related changes in other provisions of the Original Agreement.

E. Undefined terms capitalized in this Amendment have the meanings assigned in the
Original Agreement.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and the mutual promises and
representations contained herein, Lessee and Lessor agree as follows:

1 Premises Reduced. Suite 112 is hereby deleted from the Premises.

2 Base Rent Adjustment. The Base Rent amount stated in paragraph 4.2 of the Original
Agresment is adjusted to Three Hundred Twenty-Three and 33/100 Dollars ($323.33).

3 Utility Adjustment. The amount stated in the third sentence of paragraph 4.6 of the Original
Agreement is adjusted to Fifty-Six and 38/100 Dollars ($56.38).

4 HBecording. Within ten (10) days after the date of this Agreement, Lessee shall cause
this Amendment to be recorded in the office of the Maricopa County Recorder.

1

CAMrPorblcivilCKELLY'\34418_2,000
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5 Ne Further Amendment. Except as expressly amended by specific provisions of this
Amendment, the Original Agreement and the parties’ respective rights and obligations related to
the Original Agreement are not affected by this Amendment.

6 Lessee's Prior Assignees. Lessee warrants and represents that no person other than
Lessee has or claims any right in the Premises through Lessee or the Original Agreement.

EXECUTED as of the date first given above.

Lessee: Blue Fig LLC, an Arizona limited
lizbility Company

By:

Lan-Vi Tran
Its: managing member

City: CITY OF SCOTTSDALE, an Arizona
municipal corporation

By:

Mary Manross, Mayor

ATTEST:

Sonia Robertson, City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

David A. Pennartz, City Attorney

CiMrPortblcivihCKELEY 34418_2.00C )




STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
County of Maricopa )

The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of __
2003 by Lan-Vi Tran, managing member of Blue Fig LLC, an Arizona limited liability company.

MNotary Public
My Commission Expires:
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) ss.
County of Maricopa )
The foregeing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2003,

by Mary Manross, Mayor of the City of Scottsdale, an Arizona municipal corporation.

Notary Public

My Cammission Expires:

CANForbicilCKELLY' 34418 2. BEC 3




:—,;\ . COMMISSION ACTION REPORT Agenda ltem No.: _&

/ c}g Y TO: Airport Advisory Commission

ﬁ ‘@ﬁ j FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date: 3/12/03

N\ e:éfi i _,/ SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Recommend resolution

q«[j" No. 6258 approving amendment and assignment related Staff Contact: Gary Mascaro,C.M.
TUA to the proposed aircraft museum project to be located on

FHREEET property at the southeast corner of Scottsdale Road and Phone: (480) 312-7612

Thunderbird Road.

ACTION

The Airport Advisory Commission considers recommending Resolution No. 6259 approving assignment of the tenant's
interest under existing lease for the proposed aircraft museum project and first amendment to be located an propearty at
the southeast corner of Scottsdale Road and Thunderbird Road.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this action is to consider recommending to the City Council approval of assignment and first amendment
of proposed museum lease. Specifically, Arizona Aerospace Foundation, Inc. has requested that the City consent to the
assignment of the museum lease to International Fighter Pilots Museum Foundation, Inc., and to amend the lease to
extend the completion deadline and include performance measures required to be met by lhE Lessae,

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

- The museum lease has approximately twenty-three (23) years of the original term left with one (1) twenty-five-year
option,

- This action follows a previous action taken by the City Council to initially approve the museum lease with Arizona
Aerospace Foundation, Inc. on April 8, 2001.
Under the proposed assignment the museum lease, the City will consent o assign the lease to International Fighter
Filots Museum Foundation, Inc.
The Arizona Aerospace Foundation will continue to wark closely with the International Fighter Museum Foundation
providing exchange of aircraft, artifacts, management expertise and curatorial services.
The amended museum lease will extend the completion deadline for the project from 2005 to 2010 due to lack of fund
raising as a result of 9/11.

- The amended museum lease will include additional performance measures that the Lessee is obligated to maet.

- Except what is outlined in the amendment of the museum lease, the original agreement and the parties respective
rights and cbligations related to the original agreement remain unchanged.

P

~Scoll T. Gray, C.M., C.AE,
Aviation Director

Attachments: (1) Resolution No. 6259
(2) Reques! Consent to Assignment
(3) First Amendment to Lease Agreement
(4) Letter dated February 20, 2003 from the Arizona Aerospace Foundation

Action
Takan




-
RESOLUTION NO. 64519

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SCOTTSDALE,
MARICOPA COUNTY, ARIZONA, APPROVING AN AMENDMENT AND
OTHER MATTERS RELATED TO THE PROPOSED AIRCRAFT
MUSEUM PROJECT TO BE LOCATED ON PROPERTY AT THE
SOUTHEAST CORNER OF SCOTTSDALE ROAD AND THUNDERBIRD
ROAD.

WHEREAS, by resolution No. 5781 adopted April 8, 2001, the Council of the City of
Scottsdale authorized a lease (the “Lease”) with Arizona Aerospace Foundation, an Arizona
nonprofit corporation (“Original Lessee”) for a museum for vintage aircraft at the southeast
corner of Scottsdale Road and Thunderbird Road: and

WHEREAS, Original Lessee has requested that the Lease be modified in certain
particulars, that the City consent to the assignment of the Lease to Interational Fighter Pilots
Museum Foundation, Inc., an Arizona nonprofit corporation and that the City release Original
Lessee from future obligations under the Lease; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has determined that the public good and future of the
proposed museum can be best furthered by granting the approvals requested:

NOW, THEREFORE, be it resolved that:

Section 1. The Mayor is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of the City the
Consent to Lease Assignment attached hereto as Exhibit “A."

Section 2. The Mayor is hereby authorized to execute on behalf of the City of
Scotisdale the First Amendment to Lease Agreement attached hereto as Exhibit “B.”

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City of Scottsdale this _ day of March
2003.

Mary Manross, Mayor
ATTEST:

By:

Sonia Robertson, City Clerk

APPRQOVED AS TO FORM:

By:

David A. Pennariz, City Attorney

02/28/03, 34414-2, CR E__ M__
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Regarding C.0.8. Contract No. 2001-022-COS
(aircraft museum)

REQUEST FOR CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT

THIS REQUEST FOR CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT (the “Notice”) is given this
day of , 2003 to the City of Scottsdale, an Arizona municipal corporation
(“Lessor”) by Arizona Aerospace Foundation, Inc., an Arizona nonprofit corporation (“Assignor”)
and International Fighter Pilots Museum, Inc., an Arizana nonprofit corporation (“Assignee”).

A. Lessor is the owner of certain real property (the “Property”) located at the Scottsdale
airport in the City of Scottsdale, Maricopa County, Arizona.

B. Lessor and Assignor are parties to that certain Lease Agreement dated April 9, 2001 and
recorded April 23, 2001 at document No. 01-0328016 of the public records of Maricopa County,
Arizona (the “Original Agreement”).

C. Pursuant to that certain (the "Assignor Assignment”) dated ;
19__, Assignor proposes to assign to Assignee all of its rights in the Property under the Lease
(the “Assignment”).

D. Undefined terms capitalized in this Agreement have the meanings assigned in the
Lease.

NOW THEREFORE, Assignor and Assignee hereby give this Notice as follows:

1. Consent Requested. Assignor and Assignee request Lessor's consent to the Assignment,

2. Assignment Fee Waiver. Assignor and Assignee request that Lessor waive the assignment
fee (the "Assignment Fee”) required by the last sentence of paragraph 17.4 of the Original
Agreement,

EXECUTED as of the date first given above.

Assignor: ARIZONA AEROSPACE FOUNDATION,
INC., an Arizona nonprofit corporation

By:
Mame:
Title:

Assignes: INTERNATIONAL FIGHTER PILOTS
MUSEUM, an Arizona nonprofit corporation

By:

Its:

CANrPortbheivinCRELLY 34401 _2.000
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CONSENT TO ASSIGNMENT

Lesspr on this L __ day uf . 2003, responds to the foregoing MNatice
by giving to Assignor and Assignee this consent to assignment (the “Consent to Assignment”) as
follows:

1. Movation. Upon completion of the Assignment, Assignor shall be released completely for
responsibility for future performance of the Lessee’s obligations under the Original Agreement after
the date of the Assignment. The preceding sentence does not release Assignor from any
responsibility, liability or obligation with respect to the reguirements of the Original Agreement
arising or attributable to the period prior to the Assignment.

2. Consent to Assignment. Lessor hereby consents to the Assignment.
3 Assignment Fee Waiver. Lessor hereby waives the Assignment Fee with respect to the
Assignment,

4, Preconditions. Notwithstanding anything in this Consent to Assignment to the contrary,
Consent to Assignment is not effective in any respect unless and until all of the following are
completed no later than thirty (30) days after the date of this Consent to Assignment:

4.1 Assignee executes, acknowledges, delivers to Lessor and records in the office of
the Maricopa County Recorder an assumption of the Original Agreement in the form attached

hersto as Exhibit "A”

42  Assignor and Assignee deliver to Lessor a copy of an instrument recorded in the
office of the Maricopa County Recorder accomplishing the Assignment.

5. No Amendment. All terms, conditions and provisions of the Original Agreement are
continued in full force and effect and remain unaffected and unchanged hereby.

EXECUTED as of the date first stated above,

Lessar: CITY OF SCOTTSDALE, an Arizana
municipal corporation

By:

Mary Manross, Mayor

24404473




When Recorded Return to:

Lila Madden (Gary Mascaro)

ONE STOP SHOP

CITY OF SCOTTSDALE

7447 E. Indian Scheool Read, Suite 100
Scotisdale, AZ B5251

ASSUMPTION OF LEASE

Hegarding City of Scottsdale contract 2001-0328016
(aireraft museum)

This assumption is made pursuant to paragraph 17.5 of that certain lease agreement (the
“Agreement”) between City of Scottsdale, an Arizona municipal corporation (“Lessor”) and Arizona
Aerospace Foundation, an Arizona nonprofit corporation (“Assignor”) dated April 8, 2001 and
recorded April 23, 2001 at document Mo, 01-0328016 of the public records of Maricopa County,
Arizona.

International Fighter Pilots Museum, Inc., an Arizona nonprofit corporation ("Assignee”), having
acquired the rights of Assignor, hereby assumes the Agreement, agrees to be bound thereby, and
obligates itself to perform the terms and conditions of the Agreement. The person signing this
document on behalf of Assignee warrants to Lessor his authority to do so.

Dated: 2003

International Fighter Pilots Museum, Inc., an

Arizona nonprofit corporation

By:

Its:
STATE OF )
} 85,

County of )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of \
20___ by . of International Fighter Pilots Museum, Inc.,
an Arizona nonprofit corporation.

Notary Public
My Commission Expires:

Exhibit “A”
A-1

J4dnave B



WHEN RECORDED RETURN TO:
Lila Madden (Gary Mascaro)
ONE STOP SHOP RECORDS
City of Scottsdale
7447 E. Indian School Road, Suite 100
Scottsdale, AZ 85251
C.0.8. Contract No. 2001-022-COS-A
(aircraft museum)

FIRST AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT

THIS FIRST AMENDMENT TO LEASE AGREEMENT (the “Amendment”) is made this
__ dayof , 2003, by and between the City of Scottsdale, an Arizona
municipal corporation (“Lessor”) and International Fighter Pilots Museum Foundation, Inc., an
Arizona nonprofit corporation (“Lessee”).

A Lessor is the owner of certain real property (the “Premises”) located at the southeast
corner of Scottsdale Road and Thunderbird Road in the City of Scottsdale, Maricopa County,
Arizona, and more particularly described on Exhibit “A” attached hereto.

B. Lessor and Lessee are parties to that certain Lease Agreement dated April 9, 2001 and
recorded April 23, 2001 at document No. 01-03280186 of the public records of Maricopa County,
Arizona (the “Original Agreement”).

C. In light of subsequent events and circumstances, Lessor and Lessee have determined
that the purposes of the Original Agreement can be better achieved if certain changes are made
to the Original Agreement.

D. Lessor and Lessee desire to amend the Original Agreement to revise the Site Plan,
increase the time for Lessee to construct the Project, and establish additional milestones to
measure Lessee’s progress toward constructing the Project.

o Undefined terms capitalized in this Amendment have the meanings assigned in the
Original Agresment.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and the mutual promises and
representations contained herein, Lessee and Lessor agree as follows:

1 Site Plan Replaced. The Site Plan described in recital E of the Original Agreement and
attached as Exhibit “B" to the Original Agreement is deleted and replaced by the drawing attached
to this Amendment as Exhibit “B.”

2 Completion Date Adjustment. The Completion Date defined in recital G of the Original
Agreement is changed to April 9, 2010.

3 Termination Notice Deadline. Paragraph 3.1.5 of the Original Agreement is edited to state
as follows:

CAMNrPortbhcivilCKELLY\32618_2.DOC
02/28/03, CR E_M__




Except as expressly provided herein with respect to deadlines related to Lessee's
fundraising efforts, Lessee may not send a Termination Notice after the date which
is the second annual anniversary of this Agreement.

4 Additional Milestones. The following provisions are added to the end of Article 8 of the
Original Agreement:

8.5 Project Funding Resgurces. In addition to Lessee's obligation to
construct the Project prior to the Completion Deadline and within the schedule
established in this Agreement, Lessee shall also meet the following deadlines to
obtain the financial resources necessary to construct the Project:

8.5.1 On or before April 1, 2004, Lessee shall give notice to
Lessor that Lessee has received actual donations or binding written pledges for
donations in the amount of Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($500,000).

8.5.2 On or before April 1, 2005, Lessee shall give notice to
Lessor that Lessee has received additional actual donations or binding written
pledges for donations in the additional amount of One Million Dollars (31,000,000).

8.5.3 On or before April 1, 2006, Lessee shall give notice to
Lessor that Lessee has received additional actual donations or binding written
pledges for donations in the additional amount of One Million Dollars ($1,000,000).

8.5.4 On or before April 1, 2007, Lessee shall give notice to
Lessor that Lessee has received additional actual donations or binding written
pledges for donations in the additional amount of Two Million Dollars ($2,000,000).

8.5.5 On or before April 1, 2008, Lessee shall give notice to
Lessor that Lessee has received additional actual donations or binding written
pledges far donations in the additional amount of One Million, Five Hundred
Thousand Dollars (51,500,000).

8.5.6 All such donations must be useable by Lesses to fund the
capital costs of constructing the Project.

8.5.7 Each such notice shall be accompanied by evidence
reasonably acceptable to Lessor that the donations are available to Lessee to
construct the Project.

8.5.8 Lessor may unilaterally extend donation or pledge deadlines.

8.5.9 Inthe event Lessee determines on or before a donation or
pledge deadline that Lessee will not be able to timely receive the required donations
or pledges, Lessee shall have the right in its sole and absolute discretion to
terminate this Agreement by giving to Lesscr a Termination Motice on or prior to the
applicable deadline.

5 Recording. Within ten (10) days after the date of this Agreement, Lessee shall cause
this Amendment to be recorded in the office of the Maricopa County Recorder.

CrhiNrPortbhcivib CRELLY\32673_5.00C 2 =



6 No Further Amendment. Except as expressly amended by specific provisions of this
Amendment, the Original Agresment and the parties’ respective rights and obligations related to
the Original Agreement are not affected by this Amendment.

Fé Lessee's Prior Assignees. Lessee warrants and represents that no person other than
Lessee has or claims any right in the Premises through Lessee or the Original Agresment.

EXECUTED as of the date first given above.

Lessee: International Fighter Pilots Museum
Foundation, an Arizona nonprofit
corporation

By:

its:

City: CITY OF SCOTTSDALE, an Arizona
municipal corporation

By:

Mary Manross, Mayor

ATTEST:

Sonia Robertson, City Clerk

APPRQOVED AS TO FORM:

David A. Pennartz, City Attorney

CMNrPortbhevilCRELLY\32618_9.00C 3



STATE OF ARIZONA )

] ss.
County of Maricopa )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of :
2003 by of International Fighter Pilots Museum Foundation, an Arizona
nonprofit corporation.

MNotary Public
My Commission Expires:
STATE OF ARIZONA )
) 8.
County of Maricopa )
The foregoing instrument was acknowledged before me this day of , 2003,

by Mary Manross, Mayor of the City of Scottsdale, an Arizona municipal corporation.

Motary Public

My Commission Expires:

CANrPorbheivinCKELLY\32519.9.00C 4
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Exhibit Description
A Legal description of museum land
B Replacement Site Plan
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February 20, 2003

General Don Owens
16216 E. Keota Dr.
Fountain Hills, AZ 85268

Dear Don

The Executive Committes met on February 17, 2003 and the subject af the
Scottsdale Museum and the anticipated lease amendment with the city of
Scottsdale were discussed. After discussion the committee determined that the
city should be informed of our plans and intentions to move this subject
forward.

The Arizona Aerospace Foundation (AAF) and International Pilots Museum
Foundation (IFPMF) have agreed to modify their contract providing autonomy
for the IFPMF, a 501.3¢ foundation.

The new contract will allow all fund raising activities to be transferred from
the AAF to the IFPMF, This is vital to emphasize fund raising in Scottsdale
and to clearly identify the IFPMF as a Scottsdale museum. Donors are
confused by the current arrangement and somewhat reluctant to send their
donations to the AAF in Tucson.

Responsibility for fund raising also brings the obligation to design and
construct the museum to the IFPME,

The new contract will provide for the AAF to work closely with the IFPMF
providing exchange of aircraft, artifacts, management expertise and curatorial
services.

The lease held by the AAF with the City of Scottsdale will remain temporarily
with the AAF. However, IFPMF assumes responsibility to meet the milestones
imposed by the city of Scottsdale. The IFPMF will notify the AAF 30 days
prior to any milestones dates. This will enable the AAF to comply with the
terms of the milestones. The lease will be transferred to the TFPMF as soon as
the IFPMF desires and the City of Scottsdale and the AAF agrees.

A Non-profit Orzanization

FIMA ATR AND SPACE MUSEUM — TUCSON / TITAN MISSILE MUSEUM — SAHUARITA
6000 East Valencia Road Tucson, Arizona 85706 Phunn_; (520) 574-0462 - FAX (320) 374-9238

Website: www. plmasic org
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Our plan is contingent on two points; (1) the acceptance of the plan by the City of Scottsdale
and (2) a modified contract with the IFAMF which is acceptable to the board of Director of
the AAF. If the city cannot agree and a satisfactory letter per item two (2) of my letter to you
dated February 18, 2003, in all likely-hood the AAF will be forced to terminate the existing
land lease prior to March 8, 2003.

Singerely,

ol

Coumnt Ferdinand von Galen, President of Board of Directors
John Lane, Viee ] of Board of Directors




:_f;;: ~,. COMMISSION ACTION REPORT Agenda liem No.: /
“1' TO: Airport Advisory Commission

; FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date: 3/12/03
; / SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Consider Proposed
( : ﬂ- | l[ Revision to the Airport Minimum Operating Standards. Staff Contact: Gary Mascaro, C.M.
AUREOR T Phone: (480) 312-7612

ACTION

The Airport Advisory Commission considers the proposed revision to the Airport Minimum Operating Standards Section 7-
10 concerning Mobile Aircraft Washing Services updating the requirements for aircraft washing plans.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this item is to update and reorganize the existing language in the Airport Minimum Operating Standards
describing what information must be contained in an aircraft washing plan for commercial aircraft washing services at the
Scottsdale Airport.

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

The existing Airport Minimum Operating Standards contains language that addresses aircraft washing plans for
Mobile Alrcraft Washing Services that should be reorganized for clarity,

To remain compliant with environmental regulations for stormwater runoff, the existing Airport Minimum Operating
Standards addressing runoff water recovery and disposal will be eniorced effective April 1, 2003, coinciding with the
opening of the new Kilo ramp wash arsa.

The current Mobile Aircraft Washing Permitlees and Fixed Base Operators have been contacted and have not voiced
any objections to the proposed revisions, or the provisions requiring the use of the new Kilo wash area or runoff water
recovery for washing on the ramps.

- The Maobile Aircraft Washing Minimum Operating Standards are patterned after programs already in place at other
valley airports.

A T —
cott T. Gray, C.M., C.A.E. /
Aviation Diractor '

Altachment: (1) Proposed Airport Minimum Operating Standard

Action
Taken




Section 7-10), Mobile aircraft washing services

Mobile aircraft washing services operators engage in the cleaning, detailing or
washing of aircraft either for the general public or for individual businesses. Aircraft
washing is restricted to designated wash rack areas and shall be performed in accordance
with Sections 2-11 and 2-12 of the rules and regulations. Mobile aircraft washing
services operators shall meet the following standards:

(a) Authorization for aircraft washing in an area other than a designated wash area
may be obtained by submitting and receiving approval of an aircraft washing plan
that contains the following mformation:

L.

ta

Name of individoal/company conduclineg washing services, contact name and
phone number,

List of individuals/companies contracting for washing services: or list of
aircraft o be washed, including FAA registration numbers, makes, and
maodels of aircrafi-teo-be-washed,

A site map of the area in which washing will occur. The site map must
contain the following.

a} An outline of the washing location to include location of runoff control
structures.

b) Distance (in feet) from washing area to nearest drain(s).
¢) Reference to buildings, terminal, roads, ete.

dy North arrow,

(b) Detailed description of washing method/operation, including the following

details:

1. Wash water containment method(s), (ramp scrubber, containment boom, dry,
etc.)

2. Amount of water used per wash and frequency of operation.

3. Name and amount of chemical(s) used per wash.

4. If “dry” washing or waxing/coating operations are to be conducted provide

affirmation that tarps will be used to collect residual material for 1ts proper
disposal and protect the ramp (if appropriate).

5-(c) Provide material safety data sheets (MSDS) for all chemicals to be used.

Airport Advisory Commission
March 12, 2003




&:(d) Method of disposal of retrieved wash/waste water. If-if water is to be disposed
ol on airport property the following steps must be taken:

+1. Disposal of wash/waste waler must be done through an oil/water interceptor
in to the sanitary sewer system.

2. Approval for the discharge of wash.fwaste water on ai rport pJ roperty must be
obmmf:d from the airport director eity-—s-envi a#tor. The approval
letter must be included in the final ‘ﬂrd"’:‘hl]‘lﬁ plan.

fei(e) A mobile aircraft washing services operator shall at all times maintain in effect
the types and minimum amounts of insurance, and contain provisions cited herein for
any of its activities at the airport that may be covered by such insurance specified in
section 4.

¢ (1) The operator shall pay fees as prescribed by lease, license, permit or
agreement. At a minimum an operator shall pay the greater of twenty-five dollars
($25.00) per month or a monthly aeronautical business permit fee of two and one-halt
(2 1/2) percent of gross income from the operator's sales.

Airport Advisory Commission
March 12, 2003
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~~%~, COMMISSION ACTION REPORT Agenda ltem No.: J

- ﬁ % TO: Airport Advisory Commission
.‘}_ oA j' FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date: 3/12/03
\.:_ = g SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Consider Proposed
mM Revision to the Airpark Minimum Operating Standards. Staff Contact: Gary Mascaro, C.M.
(o Phaone: (480) 312-7612
ACTION

The Airport Advisory Commission considers the proposed revision to the Airpark Minimum Operating Standards to
incorporate charter brokerage service in the Scottsdale Airpark and modify aircraft management services.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this item is o maintain consistency between the Airport and Airpark Minimum Operating Standards. As of
July 1, 2002, charter brokerage service was approved in the Alrport Minimum Operating Standards. After review by
Airport staff, we believe it would be appropriate to incorporate and regulate this commercial aeronautical activity through a
revision to the Airpark Minimum OCperating Standards. In order to remain censistent with both the Airport and Airpark
Minimum OCperating Standards, Airport staff recommends a maodification to aircraft management services.

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

Since the Scotlsdale Revised Code governing Avialion (Chapler 5} was overhauled in 1929, only limited types of
commercial asronautical activity are presenily permitled in the airpark; charter brokerage from the airpark was an
approved activity in the airpark under aircraft management services.

To remain consistent in the regulatory documents, staff recommends removing “brokerage” from the definition of
aircraft management services and crealing a new standard for charler brokerage similar to the Airport Minimum
Operating Standards.

Charter brokerage service has already been adopted in the Airport Minimum Operating Standards.

A new Airport Minimum Operating Standard for charter brokerage service. The new standard will impose a fee of
31.00/1,000 lbs maximum certified takeoff weight for all aircraft conducting this service.

e
Se6tt T Gray, CM., CAE. /

Aviation Director

Attachment: (1) Propesed Airpark Minimum Operating Standards

Action
Taken




Section 6-4. Afrcraft management services.

An aircrafl management services operalor means a person performing one or more of
the following services in the management of another person’s aircraft based on the airport
or in the airpark: pilot staffing, records management, and other aircraft-related services
not including services detailed in any other section contained herein.  Aircraflt
management also encompasses the exercise of the privilege of FAR Part 91.501-anrd-the

brekerase-olairersft-throush-a FAR Port 135 operstor to-the-seneralpublie on behalf of

the owner.

Aircraft management does not include the control of or operation of aircraft

under FAR Part 135. An aircraft management services operator shall:

(a) Prior to conducting any aircralt management services on another person’s airerall
based on the airport or in the airpark lease or own sufficient land and/or office to
accommodate the proposed operations and obtain an aeronautical business permit
from the airport.

(b) If conducting aircraft management under FAR Part 91.501, occupy at least 1000
sguare fect of enclosed non-hangar gross floor area at the same location.

(c) At all times maintain in effect the types and minimum amounts of insurance
specified in article 4, for any of its activities which may be covered by such
insurance.

(d) At a minimum an operator shall pay a monthly aeronautical business permit fee of
one or more of the following:

1.

12

A monthly permit fee of one-hundred dollars ($100.00) for the management of
one or more piston-engine aircraft less than 12,500 pounds certificated
maximum takeoff weight:

A monthly permit fee of one-hundred and fifty dollars ($150.00) for the
management of each turbine/jet aircraft less than 12,500 pounds certificated
maximum takeoff weight;

A monthly permit fee of two-hundred and fifty dollars (5250.00) for the
management of each aircraft weighing 12,500-29,999 pounds certificated
maximum takeoff weight; and

A monthly permit fee of three-hundred and fifty dollars ($350.00) for the
management of each aircraft greater then 30,000 pounds certificated
maximum takeoff weight.

An annual permit fee of three-hundred dollars ($300.00) in advance for the
management of rotor-wing wreraft.

Airport Advisory Commission
March 13, 2003




Section 6-5. Charter Brokerage Services.

A charter brokerage services operalor means a person brokering another person's
aircraft for use in charter operation or filling seats in an aircraft for purposes of charter
operation. Charter brokerage service does not include the control or operation of aircraft
under FAR Part 135. A charter brokerage services operator shall:

(a) At all imes maintain in effect the types and minimum amounts of insurance
specified in article 4, for any of its activities at the airport which may be covered
by such insurance.

(b) Pay fees as prescribed by lease, license, permit or agreement. At a minimum, #n
operator shall pay a monthly aeronautical business permit fee of $1.00/1,000 lbs
maximum certificated takeotf weight of all aircraft arriving or departing the
airport in conjunction with this service,

Airport Advisory Commission
March 13, 2003




//“!_ =~ COMMISSION INFORMATION REPORT

f % Y TO: Airport Advisory Commission

i\ "%&f ) FROM: Airport Staff

\ uj{ﬁ" % / SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: February 2003 Noise

COme "

AR O

Agenda Item No.: E
Meeting Date: 3/12/03
Staff Contact: Kevin Shirer, A.AE.

Phone: (480) 312-7608

INFORMATIONAL

The February 2003 Moisa Report will be provided at the March 12, 2003 meeting.

The Airport Advisory Commission Subcommittee on Noise Issues will be discussing the noise report format and possible

changes at their meeting on March 7, 2003.

Aviation Director
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February 21, 2003

Chief Pilat

Pacific Jet

16644 Roscoe

Van MNuys, CA 91408

RE: Scottsdale Airnort Noise Abatement Proaram Compliance

Dear Chief Pilot:

The purpose of this letter is to follow up on the noise complaints caused by the departure of your
Gulfstream |l aircraft from Scottsdale Airport at approximately 12:30 a.m., on Thursday,
February 20, 2003. Noise sensitive residential areas surround the Airport, and we join our
neighbors in requesting you respect our voluntary curfew and curtail all early moming flight
activity in the futurs.

Qur voluntarily program includes prohibitions on arrivals and depariures between the hours of
10:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m., suggesting quieter “Stage 3" aircraft be used at Scottsdale instead of
“Stage 2" aircraft and encouraging compliance with noise abatement procedures. Thess
voluntary actions can significantly reduce aircraft noise and assist us in being good neighbors.

We are committed to maintaining our legal obligations to operate the Airport and are actively
seeking to implement every legal restriction on noisy aircraft to preserve our communities'
special character and environment. Unfortunately, your early moming *Stage 2° aircraft
operations only served to further erode community suppart for the Airport's continued success.

Enclosed for your information Is our latest Neise Abatement Pilot Guide, | encourage you to
review the Scottsdale Airport noise abatement procedures with your pilots and keep abreast of
our current noise abatement bulletins via our website at hitp:/www.scottsdaleaz qoviairmont.

Your assistance is vital to the success of our noise abatement program, and | thank you in
advance for your future efforts to comply with our *fly neighborly” program. If you have any
questions regarding the Scottsdale Airport or our noise abatement program, please contact me at
(480) 312 -7609.

Sincerely,

,‘{i‘k-/-‘—-.h --"“\- %‘\.—_ﬁ. ey

Kevin Shirer, AA.E.
Planning & Environmental Coordinator

¢: City Council, Council Aviation Subcommittee, Airport ,fidﬁ.rlsary Commission




February 21, 2003

Cubs Fiying Inc
1244 8. Gratiot
Mt. Clemens, M| 48043

RE: Neoise Abatement Procadure Vialation
To Whom [t May Concemn:

The purpose of this letter is to follow up on a departure from Scottsdale Airport on February 11" at
approximately 3:00 p.m. of N8716H, which our records indicate is registered to you. According to the
FAA Tower staff, the aircraft departed to the southeast by making a left tum after taking off from runway
21, which is not an approved noise abatement departure procedure.

The published noise abatement procedure when departing runway 21 is to request a climbing right-hand
270 degree tum before proceeding south/southeast. We ask that in the future, you make every effort to
follow the published noise abatement procedures to avoid unnecessary overflight of residential
neighborhoods at low altitudes.

Noise sensitive residential areas surround Scottsdale Airport and we join our neighbors in requesting
your assistance to help preserve our communities' special character and environment. Enclosed for your
infarmation is our lafest Noise Abatement Pilot Guide.

If you were not the pilot of the aircraft at the time above, | would greatly appreciate you forwarding this
letter on to the pilot and notifying us for our records. | also encourage you o discuss Scottsdale Airport
noise abatement procedures with other pilots to help spread the word about our program, and review our
current efforts and neise bulletins on our website at hito//www.scotisdalesz sov/sircort.

Thank you in advance for your efforts to *fly neighborly” and participate in our noise abatement program.
If you have any questions on Scottsdale Airport or our noise abatement program, please call me at (480)
312-7608,
Sincerely,

<X
% Hoa LA o=y

Kevin Shirer, A.AE.
Moisz Abatement Specialist

Enclosure - Pilot Guide

c: City Council, Council Aviation Subcommitiee, Alrport Advisory Commission
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February 18, 2003

Mr. Zack Koursaris

Atlantic Aviation Flight Services
2733 Industrial Avenue
Teterboro, NJ 07808

RE: Scottsdale Airoort Noise Abatement Program Compliance

Dear Mr. Koursaris;

The purpose of this letter is to follow up on the noise complaints caused by the amival and
departure of your Gulfstreamn 1| aircraft to/from Scottsdale Airport at approximately 1:00 a.m. and
2:00 a.m., on Friday, February 14, 2003. Moise sensitive residentizl areas surround the Airport,
and we join our neighbors in requesting you respect our voluntary curfew and curtail all early
maorming flight activity in the future.

Our voluntarly program includes prohibitions on arrivals and departures between the hours of
10:00 p.m. and 6:00 a.m., suggesting quieter *Stage 3" aircraft be used at Scottsdale instead of
*Stage 2" aircrafi and encoursging compliance with noise abatement procedures. These
voluntary actions can significantly reduce aircraft noise and assist us in being good neighbors.

We are committed to maintaining our legal obligations to operate the Airport and are actively
seeking to Implement every legal restriction on noisy aircraft to preserve our communities'
special character and environment. Unfortunately, your early moming “Stage 2" aircraft
operations only served to further erode community support for the Airport’s continued success.

Enclosed for your information is our latest Noise Abatement Pilot Guide. [ encourage you to
review the Scoftsdale Airport noise abatement procedures with your pilofs and keep abreast of
our current noise abatermnent bulletins via our website at biip://www.scofisdalesrz.qov/airmor,

Your assistance is vital to the success of our noise abatement program, and | thank you in
advance for your future efforts to comply with our *fly neighborly” pragram. If you have any
guestions regarding the Scottsdale Airport or our noise abatement program, please contact me at
(480) 312 -7808,

Sincerely,
Y o
o - F
-,..r,g/'w//_..n};.tx {‘_;?LM*F&"

Kavin Shirer, A.A.E.
Flanning & Environmental Coordinator

¢: City Council, Council Aviation Subcommittee, Airpart Advisory Commission
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February 18, 2003

Mr. Eric Wissinger
Bingham Leasing Company
1653 5. Country Club Drive
Mesa, AZ 85210

RE: Noise Abatement Procedure Violation

Dear Mr. Wissinger

The purpose of this letter is to follow up on a departure from Scottsdsle Airport on February 10" at
approximately 5.05 p.m. of N8848D, which our records indicate is registered to you. According to the
FAA Tower staff, the aircraft departed to the southeast by making a left tumn after taking off from runway
21, which is not an approved noise abatement departurs procedure.

The published noise abatement procedure when departing runway 21 is to request a climbing right-hand
270 degree tum before proceeding south/southeast. We ask that in the future, you make every effort to
follow the published noise abatement procedures to avoid unnecessary overflight of residential
neighborhoods at low altiiudes.

Noise sensitive residential areas surround Scottsdale Airport and we join our neighbors in requesting
your assistance 1o help preserve our communities' special character and environment. Enclosed for your
information is our |atest Noise Abatement Pilot Guide.

If you were not the pilot of the aircraft at the time above, | would greatly appreciate you forwarding this

letier on to the pilot and notifying us for our records. | also encourage you to discuss Scottsdale Airport

noise abatement procedures with other pilots to help spread the word about our program, and review our
current efforts and noise bulletins an our website at hitp://www.scotisdsleaz qov/simort,

Thank you in advance for your efforis to “fly neighborly” and participate in our noise abatement program.

If you have any guestions on Scottsdale Airport or our noise abatement program, please call me at (480)
312-7609.

Sincerely,
o

atedsin Slaiter

Kevin Shirer, A.A.E.
Moise Abatement Specialist

Enclosure - Pilot Guide

c: City Council, Council Aviation Subcommitiee, Airpori Advisory Commission




COMMISSION INFORMATION REPORT Agenda ltem No.: _/©
TO: Airport Advisory Commission
FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date: 3/12/03
SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Flight Tracking Systems
Overview. Staff Contact: Kevin Shirer, A.AE.
Phone: (480) 312-7609
INFORMATIONAL

Review of various Flight Tracking System products, capabilities and costs.
PURPOSE

The purpose of this item is to present an overview of the need, benefit, capabilities and costs of various flight tracking
systemns as part of the ongeing airport noise abatement program efforts,

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

Residents have voiced increased concern aboul aircraft allitude and overflights.

The City and FAA lack a tool to monilor and track flight activity over our community to permit more effective pilot
education and FAA enforcement for Federal Aviation Regulation violations.

Various Flight Tracking Systems are available, wilh varying area of coverage, costs and capabilities,

The FY '02-'03 Airport Enterprise Fund approved budget currently allocates 563,000 for a Flight Tracking Systam.

The City issued a Reqguest for information in 2001 and received responses from two flight tracking system providers.
There have been discussions between the Cities of Phoenix and Scotlsdale regarding "slaving” off of the existing
system at Sky Harbor Airport.

The manufacturer of a system that provides “real-time” flight tracking via the Internet recently approached the City,
Flight tracking is becoming more an indusiry norm now that system prices have been reduced through new
technology.

s /,/‘7
ot T. Gray, CM., CAE.
Aviation Director

Attachment: (1) Power Point Presentation
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Flight Tracking Systems

—Flight Tracking Systems Overview
\

Airport Adyisory Commission

Kevin Shirer, .A.E.H

Planning & Environmental Coordinator
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Presentation.Overview

»Need, Benefits & Types
¥ Capabilities & Costs
>Question & Answers
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——

Fligh%eki@ Systems

= Need & Benefit ™~

e Increased concern about altitude & overfhie

 Lack of tools - FAA enforcement & pilot ed ation 3
¢ Tracking may result in heightened pilot awareness

+ Types & Features

* Simple viewers — no or limited historic data \

* Full-featured system — data analysis, add-on features \

i

* Alternative data sources to FAA Radar
* Public accessibility via the Internet

e

Flight Tracking Data Sources
»FAA Radar — controlled deli
¢ Data is filtered & delayed

* Restrictions via use agreement

~»FAA Radar — passive reception
* Datais filtered — but with “real-time” accéss
e No use agreement with FAA

~Transponder signal — passive receiver matrix
e No filtering & “real-time”

» City owns, operates and distributes the data

[-2
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TT—

Flimm Systems

et

2-Radar-based systems
o TAMIS — Ancillary to Sky Harbor
o GEMS (ANOMS) - Direct data feed
* PASSUR — Lease, passive reception
= Transponder-based system
* AirScene — Purchase/Lease
e Aerobahn — Purchase

———,
———

—

Flight Tracking Systems
=-“Ideal” System Capabilities ™

¢ Real-time data
¢ Altitude and N number identification
e Public access via available Internet browse
e Staff access to historic data & GIS analysis lé' lures
* Low-altitude coverage in all of Scottsdale

* Integrated radio frequency recording & playback,

e Future noise monitoring add-on '.I
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H

Fi

DATA

SOURCE

SIGNAL
AREA

REAL
TIME

.y

ight Tracking Systems

GIS or
Viewer

Flight Tra

(Costs are approximate “ballpark™ fie

INITIAL COST

king Systems

FaARadar
E'R_BSII,]_F PS;?’I?‘I; L]'F'ﬂﬂﬂli .. Yes Yes [ Wewﬂr
 AirScene Hiﬁ:r Unlimited Yes Yes GiS
Acroestn ' H::i;‘:r Unlimited |  Yes ? ais

s, lacking formal proposals)

ANNUAL COST
= .T."’"“:“ il $65,000+ 517,000+
{coupled to PHX)
Anoms $300,000+ $20,000+
Passur $35,000+ $24,000+
AirScene $200,000+ $15,000+
Aerobahn $300,000+ $20,000+
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Airport Advisory Commission

March 12, 2003
Flight Tracking Systems

Future Options

=Action - Council Aviaﬁ% _

* Determine desired capabilities

* [ssue Request for Proposals
* Obtain additional funding

=No action

* Monitor installations at other airports \

* Accumulate more airport funding - FY'03 -’04 \

: N
* Request system funding - Part 150 recommendations
|

—

g |

e

Demonstrations-& Questions?

Rannoch - Air Scene Megadata - Ra:

1N




COMMISSION INFORMATION REPORT Agenda ltem No.; //
TO: Airport Advisory Commission
FROM: Airport Staff Meeting Date: 3/12/03
SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Airport Operations
Update. Staff Contact: Chris Read
Ext.: (480) 312-2674
INFORMATIONAL

Review of Airport Operations at Scottsdale Airport.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this item is to keep the Airport ﬂdwsow Commission more informed of the day-to-day activities taking
place at the City's airport.

OPERATIONAL UPDATE

Total Operations for February 2003 = 15,316

ALERTS

Date and Time Type Description

February 11" /10:23 hrs. Alert 1 Aero Commander, cabin would not pressurize
February 13" /10:37 hrs. Alert 1 Challenger, gear would not retract, returnad to airport
February 20" /17:15 hrs. Alert 3 Cessna 172, touch and go, off runway, hit hangar
February 27" /11:00 hrs. Alert 1 Cessna 172, Rough running engine

February 27" /17:25 hrs. Alert 1 Merlin, #1 engine out

INCIDENTS

Date and Time Description

February 4" /12:10 hrs. Fuel spill on Corporate Jets ramp

February 5" /01:20 hrs. Suspected break-in at Air Commerce Center, False Alarm

February 8" /10:00 hrs. Fuel spill at B1

February 8" / 11:51hrs. Aircraft off runway, taxied to Bravo taxiway

February 1 5‘“ /13:00 hrs. Fuel Spill at Corporate Jets

February 16" /17:00 hrs. Seneca, blown fire on landing

February EB /18:00 hrs. Gulfstream taxiad into mud near A8

February 28" /12:06 hrs. Cessna 182, blown tire on fanding

ﬂ.-—-;r

"S’cutt T. Gray, C.M.,, C.A?E_/
Aviation Director




COMMISSION ACTION REPORT

TO: Airport Advisory Commission

FROM: Airport Staff

SUBJECT/PROJECT NAME: Review/Modify Airport
Advisory Commission Meeting Schedule 2003.

Agenda ltem No.: /o,
Meeting Date: 3/12/03
Staff Contact:  Scott T. Gray

Phone: (480) 312-7735

ACTION

PURPOSE

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

To review and approve changes o regular meeting schedule.

To provide for special meetings to be scheduled as necessary.

- \ A
-SEott T, Gray, C.M., G.A.E./

Aviation Director

Attachment: (1) Schedule of Mestings 2003

Action
Taken

Review and approval and/or medification of Airport Advisory Commission Meeting Schedule for the year 2003.

Pursuant to Bylaws of the Airport Advisory Commission, Section |l., 202, Regular Meetings. Regular meetings of the
Commission shall be held on the second Wednesday of each month immediately following the study session, unless
otherwise scheduled by majority vote of its members. In the event the commission desires not to hold the preceding study
session, the regular meeting shall begin at 6:00 p.m., unless otherwise scheduled by majority vote of its members.

Determine quorum among membership for regular monthly meetings of the Airport Advisory Commission.




SCOTTSDALE AIRPORT ADVISORY COMMISSION
SCHEDULE OF REGULAR MEETINGS

2003

JANUARY g

FEBRUARY 40 Cancelled
FEERUARY 13

MARCH 12
APRIL g
MAY 14
JUNE 11
JULY 8

AUGUST 13

SEFTEMBER 10

OCTOBER 3]

NOVEMBER 12

DECEMBER 10




